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TITLE  6— AGRICULTURAL  CREDIT 

Chapter  III — Farmers  Home  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Department  of  Agriculture 

Subchapter  C — Production  and  Subsistence  Loans 

[Administration  Letter  329  (400)  ] 

Part  342 — Policies 

LOANS  TO  POULTRYMEN 

Part  342,  Title  6,  Code  of  Federal  Reg¬ 
ulations  (17  F.  R.  7801)  is  amended  by 
adding  thereto  a  new  §  342.8,  concerning 
loans  to  poultrymen  to  finance  commer¬ 
cial  laying  flocks,  as  follows: 

§  342.8  Making  and  servicing  loans  to 
poultrymen  to  finance  commercial  lay¬ 
ing  flocks.  The  following  requirements 
will  be  observed  in  the  making  and  serv¬ 
icing  of  Production  and  Subsistence 
loans  to  poultrymen  to  finance  commer¬ 
cial  laying  flocks  in  addition  to  the  re¬ 
quirements  outlined  in  §§  342.1  to  342.7 
and  §§  371.1  to  371.16  of  this  chapter. 

(a)  Loan  making.  (1)  No  loan  will  be 
made  unless  the  applicant  has  a  back¬ 
ground  of  successful  experience  with  a 
commercial  poultry  enterprise,  and  has 
or  will  obtain  with  the  assistance  of  the 
Farmers  Home  Administration  at  least 
the  minimum  resources  necessary  for 
this  type  of  enterprise  and  is  willing  and 
able  to  carry  out  the  approved  practices 
considered  by  reliable  poultry  specialists 
as  essential  to  success  in  the  enterprise. 

(2)  Loan  funds  advanced  for  the  pur¬ 
chase  of  chicks,  pullets,  or  hens  will 
be  scheduled  for  repayment  by  the  time 
it  is  anticipated  that  the  flock  will  be 
sold.  Loans  for  operating  expenses  will 
be  scheduled  for  repayment  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  §  342.4,  but  in  no  event  later 
than  the  time  it  is  anticipated  that  the 
flock  will  be  sold.  Loan  funds  advanced 
for  facilities  and  equipment  may  be 
scheduled  for  repayment  over  a  longer 
period  of  time  in  accordance  with  §  342  4. 

(3)  Because  eggs  are  the  primary 
^urce  of  income  from  commercial  lay¬ 
ing  flocks,  payments  on  loans  made  to 
flnance  such  flocks  should  be  made  pri¬ 
marily  from  egg  income  rather  than 
from  the  sale  of  the  flock.  Agreements 
will  be  reached  with  each  borrovrer  pro¬ 


viding  for  regular  payments  from  egg 
income  in  amounts  suflBcient  to  retire 
the  loan  in  accordance  with  this  policy. 
Whenever  possible,  assignments  of  egg 
proceeds  will  be  obtained. 

(4)  All  poultry,  including  replace¬ 
ments,  must  be  made  subject  to  a  first 
lien  in  favor  of  the  Farmers  Home 
Administration. 

(b)  Security  servicing.  (1)  Proceeds 
from  the  sale  of  cull  birds  may  be  re¬ 
leased  as  normal  farm  income  for  the 
purposes  contained  in  §  371.5  of  this 
chapter  when  the  poultry  numbers  are 
being  maintained  at  planned  levels  and  a 
replacement  program  is  being  followed 
which  will  maintain  egg  production,  and 
the  borrower  is  paying  a  proper  share 
of  the  egg  income  on  the  Farmers  Home 
Administration  loan  and  scheduled  pay¬ 
ments  are  being  met  currently.  When 
these  conditions  cannot  be  met,  such  pro¬ 
ceeds  will  be  applied  on  the  Farmers 
Home  Administration  loan. 

(2)  Borrowers  will  be  responsible  for 
accounting  for  all  security,  including 
cull  birds.  A  complete  accounting  wull 
be  required  of  each  borrower  a  minimum 
of  twice  each  year. 

(Sec.  41  (i),  60  Stat.  1066;  7  U.  S.  C.  1015  (i). 
Interprets  or  applies  sec.  21,  60  Stat.  1072, 
as  amended,  sec.  44  (b),  60  Stat.  1069;  7 
U.  S.  C.  1007,  1018  (b) ) 

Issued  this  13th  day  of  May  1954. 

[seal]  R.  B.  McLeaish, 

Administrator, 

Farmers  Home  Administration. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  54-3891;  Filed,  May  19,  1954; 

8:49  a.  m.] 

TITLE  5— ADMINISTRATIVE 
PERSONNEL 

Chapter  I — Civil  Service  Commission 

Part  6 — Exceptions  From  the 
Competitive  Service 

DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 

Effective  upon  publication  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register,  §  6.302  (e)  (4)  is  amended, 
and  the  following  positions  are  added  to 
§  6.302  as  set  out  below. 

(Continued  on  next  page) 
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§  6.302  Department  of  State.  *  *  * 

(e)  Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Economic  Affairs.  *  •  * 

(4)  Two  Special  Assistants  to  the  As¬ 
sistant  Secretary. 

*  «  «  *  * 

(h)  Bureau  of  Near  Eastern,  South 
Asian,  and  African  Affairs.  *  *  * 

(4)  One  Politico-Economic  Adviser. 

(5)  One  Politico-Military  Adviser. 

(i)  Bureau  of  United  Nations  Af¬ 
fairs.  *  *  * 

(5)  One  Special  Assistant  to  the  As¬ 
sistant  Secretary  (Public  Affairs). 

(6)  One  Planning  Adviser,  United  Na¬ 
tions  Planning  Staff. 

( j )  Bureau  of  European  Affairs.  *  ♦  * 

(6)  One  Director,  Planning  Staff. 

(k)  Bureau  of  Far  Eastern  Af¬ 
fairs.  *  *  * 

( 4 )  One  Economic  Coordinator  for  the 
Par  East. 

(5)  One  Regional  Planning  Adviser. 

(l)  Bureau  of  Inter-American  Af¬ 
fairs.  *  *  * 
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(5)  One  Special  i^istant  to  the  As> 
sistant  Secretary  (Public  Affairs), 

(m)  Office  of  the  Legal  Adviser.  •  •  • 

(4)  One  Executive  Assistant. 

(R.  S.  1763,  sec.  2.  22  Stat.  403;  6  U.  S.  C.  631, 
633;  E.  O.  10440,  March  31,  1953,  18  F.  B. 
1823) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

IsEALl  ‘  Wm.  C.  Hull, 

Executive  Assistant. 

(F.  R.  Doc.  54-3893;  Filed,  May  19,  1954; 
8:50  a.  m.] 


Part  6 — Exceptions  From  the 
Competitive  Service 

SMALL  business  ADMINISTRATION 

Effective  upon  publication  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register,  §  6.364  (g)  is  revoked, 
paragraphs  (f),  (h),  and  (i)  of  §6.364 
are  amended,  and  the  following  posi¬ 
tions  are  added  as  set  out  below. 

§  6.364  Small  Business  Administra~ 
tion.  *  *  * 

(f)  Director,  Office  of  Procurement 
and  Production  Assistance. 

•  •  «  •  • 

(h)  Director,  OflBce  of  Economic  Ad¬ 
viser. 

(i)  Director,  Office  of  Information 
and  Managerial  Assistance. 

*  •  •  •  * 

(1)  One  Private  Secretary  to  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator. 

<m)  One  Special  Assistant  to  the  Dep¬ 
uty  Administrator  for  Washington  Op¬ 
erations. 

(n)  One  Confidential  Assistant  (Pri¬ 
vate  Secretary)  to  each  Deputy  Admin¬ 
istrator. 

(o)  Deputy  Director,  Office  of  Eco¬ 
nomic  Adviser. 

(p)  Deputy  Director,  Office  of  Finan¬ 
cial  Assistance. 

(q)  Deputy  Director,  Office  of  Pro¬ 
curement  and  Production  Assistance. 

(R.  S.  1753,  sec.  2,  22  Stat.  403;  5  U.  S.  C. 
631,  633;  E.  O.  10440,  March  31.  1953,  18  F.  R. 
1823) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  Wm.  C.  Hull, 

Executive  Assistant. 

(F.  R.  Doc.  54-3894;  Filed,  May  19,  1954; 

8:50  a.  m.) 


TITLE  7— AGRICULTURE 

Chapter  ill — Agricultural  Research 
Service,  Department  of  Agriculture 

IP.  P.  C.  485,  Revised] 

Part  301 — Domestic  Quarantine  Notices 
Subpart — White-Fringed  Beetle 

administrative  instructions  exempting 
certain  articles  from  certification 
requirements  of  W'HITE-FRINGED  beetle 
regulations 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  conferred 
on  him  by  the  second  proviso  of  the 
white-fringed  beetle  quarantine  (Notice 
of  Quarantine  No.  72,  7  CFR,  Supp., 
301.72)  under  section  8  of  the  Plant 
Quarantine  Act  of  1912  (7  U.  S.  C.  161), 


the  Chief  of  the  Plant  Pest  ConU'ol 
Branch  hereby  issues  amended  admin- 
istrative  instructions  exempting  certain 
regulated  articles  from  the  certification 
requirements  of  §§  301.72-4  and  301.72-^ 
of  the  regulations  supplemental  to  the 
said  notice  of  quarantine  (7  CFR,  Supp,. 
301.72-4,  301,72-5),  such  administrative 
instructions  to  appear  as  §  301.72a  in 
Title  7,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  as 
follows: 

§  301.72a  Administrative  instructions 
exempting  articles  from  certification. 
(a)  The  following  articles  are  hereby 
exempt  from  the  certification  require¬ 
ments  of  §§  301.72-4  and  301.72-5  when 
they  are  free  from  soil,  when  they  have 
not  been  exposed  to  infestation,  and 
when  sanitation  practices  are  maintained 
as  prescribed  by  or  to  the  satisfaction  of 
the  inspector. 

( 1 )  Hay  and  straw,  except  that  peanut 
hay  is  not  exempt. 

(2)  Uncleaned  grass,  grain,  and  leg¬ 
ume  seed. 

(3)  Seed  cotton  and  cottonseed. 

(4)  Forest  products,  such  as  cord- 
wood,  stump  wood,  logs,  lumber,  timbers, 
posts,  poles,  and  cross  ties. 

(5)  Brick,  tile,  stone,  concrete  slabs, 
pipe,  building  blocks,  and  cinders. 

(6)  Potatoes  (Irish),  when  freshly 
harvested,  grown  in  the  regulated  area 
in  Baldwin  or  Escambia  Counties,  Ala¬ 
bama  ;  or  Escambia  County,  Florida. 

(b)  Certification  will  be  required  for 
the  following  articles  and  materials: 

(1)  Soil,  compost,  manure,  peat, 
muck,  clay,  sand,  or  gravel,  whether 
moved  independently  of  or  in  connection 
with  or  attached  to  nursery  stock, 
plants,  products,  articles,  or  things 
(processed  clay  and  washed  or  processed 
sand  and  gravel  are  not  regulated). 

(2)  Nursery  stock. 

(3)  Grass  sod. 

(4)  Plant  crowns  or  roots  for  prop¬ 
agation. 

(5)  Potatoes  (Irish),  when  freshly 
harvested,  other  than  those  growm  in  the 
regulated  area  in  Baldwin  or  Escambia 
Counties.  Alabama ;  or  Escambia  County, 
Florida. 

(6)  True  bulbs,  corms,  tubers,  and 
rhizomes  of  ornamental  plants,  when 
freshly  harvested  or  uncured. 

(7)  Peanut  shells  and  peanuts  in 
shells. 

(8)  Peanut  hay. 

(9)  Scrap  metal  and  junk. 

(10)  Other  articles,  products,  or 
things,  the  movement  of  which  may  in¬ 
volve  a  hazard  of  spread  of  white- 
fringed  beetles. 

(Sec.  8,  37  stat.  318,  as  amended;  7  U.  S.  C. 
161) 

These  amended  instructions  shall  be 
effective  on  May  20,  1954,  and  on  that 
date  shall  supersede  B.  E.  P.  Q.  485,  19th 
Revision,  w'hich  was  effective  May  16, 
1951  (7  CFR  301.72a,  16  F.  R.  4519). 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  is  to 
add  Escambia  County,  Alabama,  and 
Escambia  County,  Florida  to  the  area 
from  which  locally-grown  Irish  pota¬ 
toes  when  freshly  harvested  may  move 
without  certification.  The  amendment 
therefore  modifies  by  making  less  strin¬ 
gent  the  regulations  supplemental  to  the 


said  notice  of  quarantine.  Shipment  of 
potatoes  from  these  two  counties  will 
begin  about  May  20,  1954.  These  in- 
structiods,  therefore,  must  b^  made  ef¬ 
fective  promptly  to  be  of  maximum  bene¬ 
fit  to  potato  shippers  in  the  two-county 
area.  Accordingly,  under  section  4  of 
the  Administrative  Procedure  Act  (5 
U.  S.  C.  1003),  it  is  found  upon  good 
cause  that  notice  and  other  public  pro¬ 
cedure  with  respect  to  the  foregbing 
administrative  instructions  are  imprac¬ 
ticable  and  contrary  to  the  public  in¬ 
terest,  and  since  such  instructions 
relieve  restrictions  previously  imposed 
they  may  be  made  effective  less  than  30 
days  after  publication  hereof  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  this  6th 
day  of  May  1954. 

[SEAL]  W.  L.  POPHAM,  * 

Chief, 

Plant  Pest  Control  Branch. 

IF.  R.  Doc.  54-3890;  Piled,  May  19,  1954; 

8:49  a.  m.j 


Chapter  IX — Agricultural  Marketing 
Service  (Marketing  Agreements  and 
Orders),  Department  of  Agriculture 

Part  914 — Navel  Oranges  Grown  in 
Arizona  and  Designated  Part  of  Cali¬ 
fornia 

order  amending  order  regulating 
handling  • 

§  914.0  Findings  and  determinations. 
The  findings  and  determinations  herein¬ 
after  set  forth  are  supplementary  and  in 
addition  to  the  findings  and  determina¬ 
tions  made  in  connection  with  the  is¬ 
suance  of  this  order;  and  all  of  said 
previous  findings  and  determinations  are 
hereby  ratified  and  affirmed  except  inso¬ 
far  as  such  findings  and  determinations 
may  be  in  conflict  with  the  findings  and 
determinations  set  forth  herein. 

(a)  Findings  upon  the  basis  of  the 
hearing  record.  Pursuant  to  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of 
1937,  as  amended  (48  Stat.  31,  as 
amended;  7  U.  S.  C.  601  et  seq.),  and 
the  applicable  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  effective  thereunder  (7  CFR  Part 
900;  19  F.  R.  57),  a  public  hearing  was 
held  on  December  9, 1953,  at  Los  Angeles, 
California,  upon  proposed  amendments 
to  Marketing  Agreement  No.  117  and 
Order  No.  14  (7  CFR  Part  914)  regulat¬ 
ing  the  handling  of  navel  oranges  grown 
in  Arizona  and  designated  part  of  Cali¬ 
fornia.  Upon  the  basis  of  the  evidence 
introduced  at  such  hearing  and  the  rec¬ 
ord  thereof,  it  is  found  that: 

(1)  The  said  order,  as  hereby  amend¬ 
ed,  and  all  of  the  terms  and  conditions 
thereof,  will  tend  to  effectuate  the  de¬ 
clared  policy  of  the  act; 

(2)  The  said  order,  as  hereby 
amended,  regulates  the  handling  of 
navel  oranges  grown  in  the  designated 
production  area  in  the  same  manner  as, 
and  is  applicable  only  to  persons  in  the 
respective  classes  of  industrial  and  com¬ 
mercial  activity,  specified  in  the  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  upon  which  hearings 
have  been  held; 


2942 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


(3)  The  said  order,  as  hereby 
amended,  is  limited  in  its  application  to 
the  smallest  regional  production  area 
that  is  practicable,  consistently  with  car¬ 
rying  out  the  declared  policy  of  the  act; 
and  the  issuance  of  several  orders  ap¬ 
plicable  to  subdivisions  of  such  produc¬ 
tion  area  would  not  effectively  carry  out 
the  declared  policy  of  the  act; 

(4)  The  said  order,  as  hereby 
amended,  prescribes  such  different 
terms,  applicable  to  different  parts  of 
the  production  area,  as  are  necessary  to 
give  due  recognition  to  differences  in  the 
production  and  marketing  of  such 
oranges;  and 

(5>  All  handling  of  navel  oranges,  as 
defined  herein,  is  in  the  current  of  inter¬ 
state  or  foreign  commerce  or  directly 
burdens,  obstructs,  or  affects  such 
commerce. 

*(b)  Determinations.  It  is  hereby  de¬ 
termined  that: 

(1)  The  agreement  amending  the 
marketing  agreement  regulating  the 
handling  of  navel  oranges  grown  in  Ari¬ 
zona  and  designated  part  of  California, 
upon  which  the  aforesaid  public  hearing 
was  held,  has  been  signed  by  handlers 
(excluding  cooperative  associations  of 
producers  who  were  not  engaged  in 
processing,  distributing,  or  shipping  the 
oranges  covered  by  this  order)  who. 
during  the  period  beginning  November 
1,  1952,  and  ending  July  15,  1953,  both 
dates  inclusive,  handled  not  less  than  80 
percent  of  the  volume  of  oranges  cov¬ 
ered  by  said  order  as  hereby  amended; 
and  * 

(2)  The  issuance  of  this  order, 
amending  the  aforesaid  order,  is  favored 
or  approved  by  producers  who,  during 
the  determined  representative  period 
(November  1,  1952,  through  July  15, 
1953 ) ,  produced  for  market,  within  Ari¬ 
zona  and  the  designated  part  of  Cali¬ 
fornia.  at  least  two-thirds  of  the  volume 
of  navel  oranges  produced  for  market 
within  the  said  production  area. 

It  is,  therefore,  ordered.  That,  on  and 
after  the  effective  date  hereof,  the  han¬ 
dling  of  navel  oranges  grown  in  Arizona 
and  designated  part  of  California  shall 
be  in  conformity  to,  and  in  compliance 
with,  the  terms  and  conditions  of  the 
aforesaid  order,  as  hereby  amended  as 
follows : 

1.  Delete  the  first  sentence  in  §  914.20 
Establishment  and  membership  and  in¬ 
sert,  in  lieu  thereof,  the  following: 
“There  is  hereby  established  a  Navel 
Orange  Administrative  Committee  con¬ 
sisting  of  eleven  members;  for  eacn  of 
whom  there  shall  be  an  alternate  mem¬ 
ber  who  shall  have  the  same  qualifica¬ 
tions  as  the  member  for  whom  each  is 
an  alternate.” 

2.  Revise  the  provisions  of  §  914.22 
Nominations  so  that  such  section  shall 
read  as  follows: 

§  914.22  Nominations,  (a)  The  time 
and  manner  of  nominating  members  and 
alternate  members  of  the  committee 
shall  be  prescribed  by  the  Secretary. 

( b )  Any  cooperative  marketing  organ¬ 
ization,  or  the  growers  affiliated  there¬ 
with,  which  handled  more  than  50  per¬ 
cent  of  the  total  volume  of  oranges 
during  the  fiscal  year  in  which  nomina¬ 
tions  for  members  and  alternate  mem¬ 


bers  of  the  committee  are  submitted 
shall  nominate  three  grower  members, 
three  alternate  grower  members,  two 
handler  members,  and  two  alternate 
handler  members  of  the  committee. 

(c)  All  coopera tve  marketing  organi¬ 
zations  which  market  oranges  and  which 
are  not  qualified  under  paragraph  (b) 
of  this  section,  or  the  growers  affiliated 
therewith,  shall  nominate  two  grower 
members,  two  alternate  grower  mem¬ 
bers,  one  handler  member,  and  one  alter¬ 
nate  handler  member. 

(d)  All  growers  who  are  not  affiliated 
with  a  cooperative  marketing  organiza¬ 
tion  which  markets  oranges  shall  nomi¬ 
nate  one  grower  member,  one  alternate 
grower  member,  one  handler  member, 
and  one  alternate  handler  member. 

(e)  When  voting  for  nominees,  each 
grower  shall  be  entitled  to  cast  one  vote 
which  shall  be  cast  on  behalf  of  himself, 
his  agents,  subsidiaries,  affiliates,  and 
representatives.  The  votes  of  coopera¬ 
tive  marketing  organizations  voting  pur¬ 
suant  to  paragraph  (c)  of  this  section 
shall  be  weighted  in  accordance  with  the 
volume  of  oranges  handled  during  the 
fiscal  year  in  which  such  nominations 
are  made. 

(f)  The  members  of  the  committee 
selected  by  the  Secretary  pursuant  to 
§  914.23  shall  meet  on  a  date  designated 
by  the  Secretary  and,  by  a  qoncurring 
vote  of  at  least  six  members,  shall  nomi¬ 
nate  a  member  and  an  alternate  member 
of  the  committee,  which  persons  shall 
not  be  growers  or  handlers,  or  employees, 
agents,  or  representatives  of  a  grower 
or  handler  (other  than  a  charitable  or 
educational  institution  which  is  a  grower 
or  handler),  or  of  a  central  marketing 
organization. 

•  3.  Revise  the  provisions  of  §  914.23 
Selection  so  that  such  section  shall  read 
as  follows: 

§  914.23  Selection.  Prom  the  nomi¬ 
nations  made  pursuant  to  §  914.22  (b)  or 
from  other  qualified  growers  and  han¬ 
dlers.  the  Secretary  shall  select  three 
grower  members  of  the  committee  and 
an  alternate  to  each  of  such  grower 
members;  also  two  handler  members  of 
the  committee  and  an  alternate  to  each 
of  such  handler  members.  Fiom  the 
nominations  made  pursuant  to  §  914.22 
(c)  or  from  other  qualified  growers  and 
handlers,  the  Secretary  shall  select  two 
grower  members  of  the  committee  and 
an  alternate  to  each  of  such  grou’er 
members;  also  one  handler  member  of 
the  committee  and  an  alternate  to  such 
handler  member.  Prom  the  nominations 
made  pursuant  to  §914.22  (d)  or  from 
other  qualified  growers  and  handlers, 
the  Secretary  shall  select  one  grower 
member  of  the  committee  and  an  alter¬ 
nate  to  such  grower  member;  also  one 
handler  member  of  the  committee  and 
an  alternate  to  such  handler  member. 
Prom  the  nominations  made  pursuant  to 
§  914.22  (f)  or  from  other  qualified  per¬ 
sons,  the  Secretary  shall  select  one  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  committee  and  an  alternate 
to  such  member. 

4.  Immediately  preceding  the  period  at 
the  end  of  the  first  sentence  in  §  914.26 
Vacancies  insert  the  following:  “or  from 
other  qualified  persons”. 


5.  Delete  the  word  “and”  appearing  at 
the  erxi  of  paragraph  (1)  of  §  914.29 
Duties  and  insert  the  word  “and”  at  the 
end  of  paragraph  (m)  of  such  section 
after  changing  the  period  to  a  semicolon. 

6.  Add  after  paragraph  (m)  of  §  914.29 
a  new  paragraph  (n)  as  follows: 

(n)  With  the  approval  of  the  Secre¬ 
tary.  to  reapportion  the  number  of 
grower  members  or  handler  members  on  ‘ 
the  Navel  Orange  Administrative  Com¬ 
mittee  who  are  nominated  pursuant  to 
paragraphs  (c)  and  (d)  of  §  914.22.  Any 
such  reapportionment  shall  be  based,  in¬ 
sofar  as  practicable,  upon  the  propor¬ 
tionate  amount  of  navel  oranges  handled 
by  the  respective  types  of  marketing  or¬ 
ganizations:  Provided.  That  each  of  the 
grower  groups  described  in  paragraphs 
(c)  and  (d)  of  §  914.22  shall  be  entitled 
to  nominate  at  least  one  grower  member 
and  one  handler  member  together  with 
their  respective  alternates. 

7.  Delete  paragraph  (g)  in  §  914.53 
Prorate  bases  and  insert,  in  lieu  thereof, 
the  following: 

(g)  Each  w’eek  during  the  marketing 
season  when  volume  regulation  is  likely 
to  be  recommended,  the  committee  shall 
compute,  with  respect  to  each  prorate 
district,  the  total  quantity  of  oranges 
available  for  current  shipment  by  each 
person  who  has  applied  for  a  prorate 
base  and  for  allotments.  On  the  basis 
of  such  computation,  the  committee  shall 
fix  a  prorate  base  for  each  person  who 
is  entitled  thereto.  Such  prorate  base 
shall  represent  the  ratio  between  the 
total  quantity  of  oranges  available  for 
current  shipment  in  the  particular  pro¬ 
rate  district  by  each  applicant  and  the 
total  quantity  of  oranges  available  for 
current  shipment  in  such  district  by  all 
such  applicants.  The  committee  shall 
notify  the  Secretary  of  the  prorate  base 
fixed  for  each  person  and  shall  notify 
each  such  person  of  the  prorate  base 
fixed  for  him. 

8.  Delete  paragraph  (h)  in  §  914.53. 

9.  Delete  §  914.54  Allotments  and  in¬ 
sert,  in  lieu  thereof,  the  following: 

§  914.54  Allotments.  Whenever  the 
Secretary  has  fixed  the  quantity  of 
oranges  which  may  be  handled  during 
any  week  in  a  prorate  district,  the  com¬ 
mittee  shall  calculate  the  quantity  of 
oranges  which  may  be  handled  by  each 
such  person  during  such  week.  The 
said  quantity  shall  be  the  allotment  of 
such  person  and  shall  be  in  an  amount 
equivalent  to  the  product  of  the  prorate 
base  of  such  person  and  the  total  quan¬ 
tity  of  oranges  grown  in  such  prorate 
district  and  fixed  by  the  Secretary  as  the 
total  quantity  of  oranges  which  may  be 
handled  during  such  week.  The  com¬ 
mittee  shall  give  reasonable  notice  to 
each  person  of  the  allotment  computed 
for  him  pursuant  to  this  part. 

(Sec.  5,  49  Stat.  753,  a£  amended;  7  U.  S,  C. 
608c). 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  this  17th 
day  of  May  1954,  to  become  effective  on 
August  1,  1954. 

[seal]  John  H.  Davis, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  54-3909;  Filed,  May  19.  1954; 

8:51  a.  m.J 


Thursday^  May  20,  1954 
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TITLE  14— CIVIL  AVIATION 

Chapter  II — Civil  Aeronautics  Admin¬ 
istration,  Department  of  Commerce 

[Arndt.  77J 

Part  608 — Danger  Areas 
ALTERATIONS 

The  danger  area  alterations  appearing 
hereinafter  have  been  coordinated  with 
the  civil  operators  involved,  the  Army, 
the  Navy,  and  the  Air  Force,  through  the 
Air  Coordinating  Committee,  Airspace 
Subcommittee,  and  are  adopted  to  be¬ 
come  effective  when  indicated  in  order  to 
promote  safety  of  the  flying  public. 


Since  a  military  function  of  the  United 
States  is  involved,  compliance  with  the 
notice,  procedures,  and  effective  date 
provisions  of  section  4  of  the  Adminis¬ 
trative  Procedure  Act  is  not  required. 

Part  608  is  amended  as  follows: 

1.  In  §  608.54,  the  Tangier  Island,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  area  (D-88),  published  on  Decem¬ 
ber  12, 1951,  in  16  P.  R.  12502,  is  amended 
by  changing  the  “Using  Agency”  column 
to  read:  “NAOTS  Chincoteague.” 

2.  In  §  608.19,  the  Townsend,  Georgia, 
area  (I>-339),  published  on  July  12,  1951, 
in  16  F.  R.  6745,  is  amended  by  changing 
the  “Designated  Altitudes  Column”  to 
read:  “Surface  to  50,000  feet  MSL.” 

3.  In  §  608.32,  a  Black  Creek,  Missis¬ 
sippi,  area  (D-451),  is  added  to  read: 


Name  and  location 
(chart) 

Description  by  Keographical 
coordinates 

Designated 

altitudes 

Time  of  designation 

Using  agency 

BLACK 

Chart). 

CREEK 

(Mobile 

Within  a  3-milp  radius  of  a 
point  at  latitude  31“0C'30", 
longitude  89°(K)'15". 

Surftice  to  10,0(X) 
feet  m.  s.  L 

Daylight  hours  daily— 
VER  only — June, 
July,  and  August  of 
i  each  year. 

Air  National 
Guard,  Gulf¬ 
port,  Miss. 

4.  In  5  608.32,  a  Gulfport,  Mississippi,  area  (D-452),  is  added  to  read: 


Name  and  location 
(chart) 

Description  by  geographical 
coordinates 

Designated 

altitudes 

Time  of 
designation 

Using  agency 

GULFPORT  (D-452) 
(Mobile  Chart). 

Starting  at  a  point  at  latitude 
30°13'.30",  longitude  8S°01'30", 
thence  .south  to  latitude  2y°36'10", 
longitude  8fe°or30".  thence  north¬ 
west  to  latitude  29‘’43'30",  longi¬ 
tude  8«'’54'00",  thence  north  to 
Lititude  30°05'.30",  longitude 
88°.'>4'00".  thence  to  point  of  begin¬ 
ning,  excluding  that  portion  more 
than  3  nautical  miles  from  the 
Mississii)pi  shore. 

Surface  to  un¬ 
limited. 

Daylight  hours 
daily  during 

J line,  July, 
and  August  of 
each  year. 

Air  National 
Guard,  Gulf¬ 
port,  Miss. 

(Sec.  205,  52  Stat.  984,  as  amended;  49  U.  S.  C. 
425.  Interprets  or  applies  sec.  601,  52  Stat. 
1007,  as  amended;  49  U.  S.  C.  551) 

This  amendment  shall  become  effective 
on  May  20,  1954. 

[seal]  F.  B.  Lee, 

Administrator  of  Civil  Aeronautics. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  54-3871;  Piled,  May  19,  ,  1954; 
8:45  a.  m.] 

TITLE  16— COMMERCIAL 
PRACTICES 

Chapter  I — Federal  Trade  Commission 

Subchapter  A — Policies,  Procedures,  and  Orders 

[Docket  5013] 

Part  3 — Digest  of  Cease  and  Desist 
Orders 

national  Bisctnr  co. 

Subpart — Discriminating  in  price  un¬ 
der  section  2,  Clayton  Act,  as  amended — 
Price  discrimination  under  2  (a) :  §  3,715 
Charges  and  price  differentials;  §  3.755 
Pooling  orders  of  chain  stores  and  buy¬ 
ing  groups.  In  connection  with  the  of¬ 
fering  for  sale,  sale,  and  distribution  of 
bakery  packaged  food  products  in  inter¬ 
state  commerce  for  use  or  resale:  (1) 
Selling  such  commodities  of  like  grade 
and  quality  to  competing  purchasers  at 
uniform  prices  and  thereafter  granting 
varying  discounts  therefrom  in  the  man¬ 
ner  and  under  the  circumstances  found 
in  paragraph  four  of  the  aforesaid  find¬ 


ings  as  to  the  facts  (i.  e.,  as  there  in 
detail  set  forth,  granting  its  so-called 
“headquarters  discount”  schedule,  under 
which  it  grants  additional  discounts  of, 
respectively,  1  percent,  2  percent,  3  per¬ 
cent,  and  3*4  percent,  to  customers 
whose  monthly  purchases,  irrespective 
of  the  quantity  or  voluYne  delivered  to 
their  respective  branches  or  outlets,  re¬ 
spectively  aggregate  $750  to  $5,000; 
$5,000  to  $10,000;  $10,000  to  $150,000; 
and  $150,000  or  more;  plus  additional 
discounts  of,  respectively,  of  1  per¬ 
cent,  1  percent,  and  IVi  percent  in  the 
first  group  for  average  monthly  pur¬ 
chases  of  the  individual  retail  grocery 
stores  owned,  controlled,  or  affiliated 
with  the  particular  purchaser  ranging, 
respectively,  from  $15  to  $25  a  month, 
$25  to  $35  a  month,  and  $35  or  more,  re¬ 
spectively;  V2  of  1  percent  and  1  percent 
for  such  store  purchases  in  the  second 
group,  ranging  from  $25  a  month  to  $35, 
and  $35  or  more,  respectively;  V2  of  1 
percent,  1  percent,  and  IVi  percent,  for 
such  store  purchases  in  the  third  group, 
ranging  from  $30  to  $40,  $40  to  $50,  and 
$50  or  over,  respectively;  and  Ms  of  1 
percent  and  1  percent  for  such  monthly 
store  purchases  in  the  aforesaid  fourth 
and  last  group,  ranging  from  $30  to  $40, 
and  $40  a  month  or  more,  respectively) ; 

(2)  continuing  or  resuming  the  discrim¬ 
inations  in  price  referred  to  and  de¬ 
scribed  in  paragraph  four  of  the 
aforesaid  findings  as  to  the  facts;  and 

(3)  otherwise  discriminating  in  price 
between  purchasers  of  bakery  pack¬ 


aged  food  products  of  like  grade  and 
quality  where  said  purchasers  in  fact 
compete  in  the  sale  and  distribution  of 
such  products;  prohibited. 

(Sec.  6,  38  stat.  722;  15  U.  S.  C.  46.  Interpret 
or  apply  sec.  2,  38  Stat.  730,  as  amended; 

15  U.  S.  C.  13)  [Modified  cease  and  desist 
order,  National  Biscuit  Company,  New  York, 
N.  Y.,  Docket  5013,  Apr.  26,  1954] 

This  matter  having  come  on  to  be 
heard  by  the  Commission  upon  the  mo¬ 
tion  by  counsel  in  the  Commission’s 
Bureau  of  Antimonopoly  to  reopen  this 
proceeding  solely  for  the  purpose  of 
modifying  the  Commission’s  order  to 
cease  and  desist  entered  herein  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  23,  1944,  in  the  particulars  set  out 
in  said  motion,  respondent’s  answer  op¬ 
posing  the  motion,  reply  of  counsel  sup¬ 
porting  the  motion,  and  oral  argument 
of  counsel;  and 

The  parties  heretofore  having  had 
notice  of  the  proposed  modification  and 
having  been  heard  with  respect  thereto, 
and  the  Commission  being  of  the  opinion, 
for  the  reasons  set  forth  in  the  accom¬ 
panying  opinion  of  the  Commission,  that 
the  said  motion  should  be  granted  and 
that  this  proceeding  should  be  reopened 
and  the  order  to  cease  and  desist  modi¬ 
fied  in  the  respects  and  in  the  particulars 
set  out  in  said  motion: 

It  is  ordered.  That  the  said  motion  to 
reopen  this  proceeding  solely  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  modifying  the  order  to  cease  and 
desist  be,  and  it  hereby  is  granted. 

It  is  further  ordered,  TTiat  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  be,  and  it  hereby  is,  reopened 
solely  for  the  purpose  of  modifying  the 
order  to  cease  and  desist  in  the  respects 
and  in  the  particulars  set  out  in  said 
motion. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  order 
to  cease  and  desist  heretofore  entered 
in  this  matter  be,  and  it  hereby  is,  modi¬ 
fied  by  changing  paragraph  3  thereof  to 
read  as  follows: 

3.  From  otherwise  discriminating  in 
price  between  purchasers  of  bakery  pack¬ 
aged  food  products  of  like  grade  and 
quality  where  said  purchasers  in  fact 
compete  in  the  sale  and  distribution  of 
such  products. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  a  modified 
order  to  cease  and  desist  incorporating 
the  modification  provided  for  in  this 
order  be  issued  and  served  upon  the 
respondent. 

This  proceeding  was  heard  by  the 
Federal  Trade  Commission  upon  the 
complaint  of  the  Commission  and  the 
stipulation  as  to  the  facts  entered  into 
between  the  respondent  herein  and  the 
then  Chief  Counsel  for  the  Commission, 
which  provided,  among  other  things, 
that  without  the  presentation  of  argu¬ 
ment  or  other  intervening  procedure  the 
Commission  might  issue  and  serve  upon 
the  respondent  herein  findings  as  to  the . 
facts  and  conclusion  based  thereon  and 
an  order  disposing  of  the  proceeding; 
and  the  CommLssion,  having  made  its 
findings  as  to  the  facts  and  its  conclu¬ 
sion  that  said  respondent  had  violated 
the  provisions  of  subsection  (a)  of  sec¬ 
tion  2  of  an  act  of  Congress  approved 
October  15,  1914,  entitled  “An  act  to 
supplement  existing  laws  against  unlaw¬ 
ful  restraints  and  monopolies  and  for 
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other  purposes,”  the  Clasrton  Act,  as 
amended  by  the  Robinson-Patman  Act. 
issued  its  order  to  cease  and  desist  on 
February  23,  1944. 

Thereafter,  counsel  in  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Bureau  of  Antimonopoly  filed  a 
motion  requesting  modification  of  the 
said  order  to  cease  and  desist,  and  the 
Commission,  having  duly  considered  said 
motion,  respondent’s  answer  thereto,  re¬ 
ply  of  counsel  suppK>rting  the  motion, 
and  oral  argument  of  counsel,  and  hav¬ 
ing  issued  its  order  granting  said  motion 
and  reopening  the  proceeding  and  modi¬ 
fying  said  order  to  cease  and  desist  in 
the  respects  set  out  therein,  now  issues 
this,  its  modified  order  to  cease  and 
desist : 

It  is  ordered.  That  the  respondent. 
National  Biscuit  Company,  a  corporation, 
and  its  officers,  directors,  representatives, 
agents,  and  employees,  in  connection 
with  the  offering  for  sale,  sale,  and  dis¬ 
tribution  of  bakery  packaged  food  prod¬ 
ucts  in  interstate  commerce  for  use  or 
resale,  do  forthwith  cease  and  desist; 

1.  Prom  selling  such  commodities  of 
like  grade  and  quality  to  competing  pur¬ 
chasers  at  uniform  prices  and  thereafter 
granting  varying  discounts  therefrom  in 
the  manner  and  under  the  circumstances 
found  in  paragraph  four  of  the  aforesaid 
findings  as  to  the  facts. 

2.  From  continuing  or  resuming  the 
discriminations  in  price  referred  to  and 
described  in  paragraph  four  of  the  afore¬ 
said  findings  as  to  the  facts. 

3.  From  otherwise  discriminating  in 
price  between  purchasers  of  bakery 
packaged  food  products  of  like  grade  and 
quality  where  said  purchasers  in  fact 
compete  in  the  sale  and  distribution  of 
such  products. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  re¬ 
spondent  shall,  within  sixty  (60)  days 
after  service  upon  it  of  this  order,  file 
with  the  Commission  a  report  in  writing 
setting  forth  in  detail  the  manner  and 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
I  7  CFR  Part  52  ] 

Frozen  French  Pried  Potatoes 
U.  S.  STANDARDS  FOR  GRADES  * 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  United 
States  Department  of  Agriculture  is  con¬ 
sidering  the  issuance  of  United  States 
Standards  for  Grades  of  Frozen  French 
Pried  Potatoes  pursuant  to  the  authority 
contained  in  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
-  Act  of  1946  (60  Stat.  1087  et  seq.,  7 
U.  S.  C.,  1621  et  seq.)  and  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture  Appropriation  Act, 
1954  (Pub.  Law  156,  83d  Cong.,  approved 
July  28,  1953).  This  issuance,  if  made 
effective,  will  be  the  first  issue  by  the 
Department  of  grade  standards  for  this 
product. 


*  The  requirements  of  these  standards  shall 
not  excuse  failure  to  comply  with  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cos¬ 
metic  Act. 


form  In  which  it  has  complied  with  this 
modified  order. 

Issued:  April  26,  1954. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  M.  Parrish, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R,  Doc.  54-3913;  Piled.  May  19.  1954; 
8:52  a.  m.] 


Subchapter  B— Trade  Practice 
Conferertce  Rules 

[File  No.  21-97] 

Part  68 — Sled  Industry 

RECESSION  OF  PART 

Whereas,  the  Commission  on  January 
20,  1932,  promulgated  trade  practice 
rules  for  the  Sled  Industry  which  were 
codified  in  the  Code  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions  (16  CFR  Part  68) ;  and 

Whereas,  said  rules  are  in  need  of  re¬ 
vision  as  a  result  of  subsequent  legisla¬ 
tion  and  judicial  interpretations  of  the 
laws  administered  by  the  Commission; 
and 

Whereas,  it  appears  that  the  Sled  In¬ 
dustry  is  a  segment  of  the  Toy  Industry 
and  that  the  manufacturers  of  sleds  are 
not  interested  in  participating  in  pro¬ 
ceedings  to  effect  revision  of  said  rules; 
and 

Whereas,  the  Commission,  after  due 
consideration  of  the  matter,  is  of  the 
opinion  that  continued  existence  of  the 
rules  is  not  essential  to  the  public  in¬ 
terest; 

It  is  ordered.  That  the  said  rules  be 
and  the  same  are  hereby  rescinded. 

Issued;  May  17.  1954. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Robert  M.  Parrish, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  54-8914;  Piled.  May  19,  1954; 

8:52  a.  m.] 


All  persons  who  desire  to  submit  writ¬ 
ten  data,  views  or  arguments  for  consid¬ 
eration  in  connection  with  the  proposed 
standards  should  file  the  same  with  the 
Chief,  Processed  Products  Standardiza¬ 
tion  and  Inspection  Branch,  Fruit  and 
Vegetable  Division,  Agricultural  Market¬ 
ing  Service,  United  States  Department 
of  Agriculture,  Washington  25,  D.  C.,  not 
later  than  60  days  after  publication 
thereof  in  the  Federal  Register. 

The  proposed  standards  are  as  follows: 

PRODUCT  DESCRIPTION,  STYLES,  AND  GRADES 

Sec. 

52.2391  Product  description. 

52.2392  Styles  of  frozen  french  fried  pota¬ 

toes. 

52.2393  Grades  of  frozen  french  fried  pota¬ 

toes. 

FACTORS  OF  QUALITY 

52.2394  Ascertaining  the  grade. 

52.2395  Ascertaining  the  rating  for  the 

factors  which  are  scored. 

52.2396  Color. 

52.2397  Defects. 

52.2398  Texture. 


LOT  CERTIFICATION  TOLERANCES 

Sec. 

52.2399  Tolerances  for  certification  of  olfl- 

cially  drawn  samples. 

SCORE  SHEET 

52.2400  Score  sheet  for  frozen  french  fried 

potatoes. 

§  52.2391  Product  description.  Fro¬ 
zen  french  fried  potatoes  are  prepared 
from  mature,  sound,  white  or  Irish, 
potatoes  (Solanum  tuberosium).  The 
potatoes  are  cleaned,  peeled,  sorted 
trimmed,  washed,  cut  into  strips,  may 
or  may  not  be  blanched,  and  are  deep 
fried  in  a  suitable  oil.  They  are  frozen 
in  accordance  with  good  commercial 
practice  and  stored  at  temperatures  nec¬ 
essary  for  the  preservation  of  the 
product. 

§  52.2392  Styles  of  frozen  french 
fried  potatoes,  (a)  “French  style” 
means  potatoes  cut  into  strips.  The 
cross  sectional  dimensions  of  the  strips 
may  vary  from  approximately  *4  by  \\ 
to  approximately  Vz  by  Vz  inches. 

§  52.2393  Grades  of  frozen  french 
fried  potatoes,  (a)  “U."  S.  Grade  A”  or 
“U.  S.  Fancy”  is  the  quality  of  frozen 
french  fried  potatoes  that  possess  similar 
varietal  characteristics;  that  possess  a 
good  flavor  and  odor ;  that  possess  a  good 
color;  that  are  practically  free  from  de¬ 
fects;  that  possess  a  good  texture;  and 
that  score  not  less  than  85  points  when 
scored  in  accordance  with  the  scoring 
system  outlined  in  this  section. 

(b)  “U.  S.  Grade  B”  or  “U.  S.  E.xtra 
Standard”  is  the  quality  of  frozen  french 
fried  potatoes  that  possess  similar  varie¬ 
tal  characteristics;  that  possess  a  rea¬ 
sonably  good  flavor  and  odor;  that 
possess  a  reasonably  good  color ;  that  are 
reasonably  free  from  defects;  that  pos¬ 
sess  a  reasonably  good  texture;  and  that 
score  not  less  than  70  points  when  scored 
in  accordance  with  the  scoring  system 
outlined  in  this  section. 

(c)  “Substandard”  is  the  grade  of 
frozen  french  fried  potatoes  that  fail  to 
meet  the  requirements  of  “U.  S.  Grade 
B  ”  or  “U.  S.  Extra  Standard.” 

FACTORS  OF  QUALITY 

§  52.2394  Ascertaining  the  ’  grade. 

(a)  The  grade  of  frozen  french  fried 
potatoes  is  ascertained  by  considering 
the  requirements  with  respect  to  similar 
varietal  characteristics  and  flavor  and 
odor,  which  are  evaluated  but  not  nu¬ 
merically  scored,  and  the  ratings  for  the 
factors  of  color,  defects,  and  texture, 
which  are  scored. 

(b)  The  relative  importance  of  each 
factor  which  is  scored  is  expressed  nu¬ 
merically  on  a  score  of  100.  'The  maxi¬ 
mum  number  of  points  that  may  be  given 
for  each  such  factor  is: 


Factors:  points 

Color _  30 

Defects _ -  40 

Texture  _ -  30 

Total  score _ 10® 


(c)  “Good  flavor  and  odor”  means  the 
good  characteristic  flavor  and  odor  of 
properly  prepared  french  fried  potatoes. 
Such  flavor  is  free  from  rancidity,  bitter¬ 
ness,  scorched,  or  caramelized  flavors 
and  from  off-flavors  and  off-odors  of  any 
kind. 
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(d)  "Reasonably  good  flavor  and 
odor”  means  that  the  product  may  be 
somewhat  lacking  in  good  flavor  and  odor 
but  is  free  from  objectionable  flavors  and 
objectionable  odors  of  any  kind. 

§  52.2395  Ascertaining  the  rating  for 
the  factors  which  are  scored,  (a)  The 
essential  variations  within  each  factor 
which  is  scored  are  so  described  that  the 
value  may  be  ascertained  for  each  factor 
and  expressed  numerically.  The  nu¬ 
merical  range  within  each  factor  which 
is  scored  is  inclusive  (for  example  21  to 
24  points  means  21,  22.  23,  or  24  points). 

(b)  The  factors  of  color  and  defects 
are  evaluated  by  observing  the  product 
in  the  frozen  state  and  after  it  has  been 
heated  in  a  suitable  manner. 

(c)  The  factor  of  texture  is  evaluated 
after  the  product  has  been  prepared  by 
heating  in  a  suitable  manner  and  while 
it  is  well  above  room  temperature. 

(d)  “Heating  in  a  suitable  manner” 
means  heating  in  the  following  manner: 

(1)  Place  the  product  while  still  in 
the  frozen  state  on  a  piece  of  criimpled 
and  partially  straightened  aluminum 
foil  of  sufficient  size  so  that  at  least  nine 
ounces  of  the  product  may  be  spread  in 
a  single  layer  on  the  foil.  The  aluminum 
foil  may  be.  supported  by  a  piece  of  sheet 
metal  or  a  shallow  pan. 

(2)  Place  foil  and  frozen  contents  into 
a  properly  ventilated  oven  preheated  to 
400  degrees  P.  Stir  potatoes  at  the  end 
of  10  minutes  and  remove  from  oven  at 
the  end  of  15  minutes. 

§  52.2396  Color — (a)  (>1)  classifica¬ 
tion.  Frozen  french  fried  potatoes  tliat 
possess  a  good  color  may  be  given  a  score 
of  25  to  30  points,  "Good  color”  means 
that  the  product  possesses  a  practically 
uniform  bright,  light  to  golden  brown 
color  characteristic  of  properly  prepared 
frozen  french  fried  potatoes;  and  that, 
after  heating,  not  more  than  10  percent, 
by  count,  of  the  units  may  vary  markedly 
from  the  predominating  color. 

(b)  (B)  classification.  If  the  frozen 
french  fried  potatoes  possess  a  reason¬ 
ably  good  color,  a  score  of  21  to  24  points 
may  be  given.  Frozen  french  fried  po¬ 
tatoes  that  fall  into  this  classification 
may  not  be  graded  above  U.  S.  Grade  B 
or  U.  S.  Extra  Standard  regardless  of  the 
total  score  for  the  product  (this  is  a  lim¬ 
iting  rule).  "Reasonably  good  color” 
means  that  the  product  possesses  a  rea¬ 
sonably  uniform,  reasonably  bright,  light 
to  golden  brown  color  characteristic  of 
properly  prepared  french  fried  potatoes; 
and  that,  after  heating,  not  more  than 
20  percent,  by  count,  of  the  units  may 
vary  markedly  from  the  predominating 
color. 

(c)  (SSfd)  classification.  Frozen 
french  fried  potatoes  that  fail  to  meet 
the  requirements  of  paragraph  (b)  of 
this  section  may  be  given  a  score  of  0  to 
20  points  and  shall  not  be  graded  above 
Substandard  regardless  of  the  total  score 
for  the  product  (this  is  a  limiting  rule). 

§  52.2397  Defects — (a)  General.  The 
factor  of  defects  refers  to  the  degree  of 
freedom  from  harmless  vegetable  ma- 
tsrial,  dark  carbon  specks,  unpeeled 
areas,  broken  pieces,  small  pieces,  slivers, 
and  irregular  piecdh,  and  from  units 
blemished  (including  those  seriously 
blemished)  by  sunburn,  hoUowheart, 


burned  ends,  abnormal  discoloration, 
dried  cut  surfaces,  or  by  other  means. 

(1)  "Blemished”  means  that  the  areas 
affected  on  a  unit  materially  affect  the 
appearance  or  eating  quality  of  the  unit. 

(2)  "Seriously  blemished”  means  that 
the  blemished  areas  on  a  unit  are  of  such 
a  nature  as  to  seriously  affect  the  ap¬ 
pearance  or  eating  quality  of  the  unit. 

(3)  "Small  piece”  means  any  strip  less 
than  one  inch  in  length. 

(4)  "Sliver”  means  any  strip  of  sub¬ 
stantially  smaller  cross-section  than  the 
predominating  size  of  the  units. 

(5)  "Irregular  pieces”  means  pieces 
that  do  not  have  the  general  conforma¬ 
tion  of  strips. 

(b)  (A)  classification.  Frozen  french 
fried  potatoes  that  are  practically  free 
from  defects  may  be  given  a  score  of  35  to 
40  points.  "Practically  free  from  de¬ 
fects”  means  that  (1)  there  may  be  pres¬ 
ent  not  more  than  one  piece  of  harmless 
extraneous  vegetable  material  for  each 
32  ounces  of  the  frozen  product;  (2)  the 
surfaces  of  the  units  are  practically  free 

from  carbon  specks;  (3)  not  more  than 
15  percent,  by  count,  of  the  units  are 
small  pieces,  slivers,  or  irregular  cut 
pieces;  and  (4)  not  more  than  3  percent, 
by  count,  of  the  units  are  blemished  or 
seriously  blemished  of  which  not  more 
than  1  percent,  by  count,  of  all  the  units 
are  seriously  blemished.  To  score  in 
this  classification  there  may  be  present 
not  more  than  200  units  per  each  16 
ounces  of  the  frozen  product. 

(c)  (J3)  classification.  Frozen  french 
fried  potatoes  that  are  reasonably  free 
from  defects  may  be  given  a  score  of 
28  to  34  points.  Frozen  french  fried 
potatoes  that  fall  into  this  classification 
shall  not  be  graded  above  U.  S.  Grade  B 
or  U.  S.  Extra  Standard  regardless  of  the 
total  score  for  the  product  (this  is  a 
limiting  rule).  "Reasonably  free  from 
defecte”  means  that  (1)  there  may  be 
present  not  more  than  one  piece  of  harm¬ 
less  extraneous  vegetable  material  for 
each  16  ounces  of  the  frozen  product; 
(2)  the  surfaces  of  the  units  are  reason¬ 
ably  free  from  carbon  specks;  (3)  not 
more  than  30  i>ercent,  by  count,  of  the 
units  are  small  pieces,  slivers,  or  irregu¬ 
larly  cut  pieces;  and  (4)  not  more  than 
10  percent,  by  count,  of  the  units  are 
blemished  or  seriously  blemished  of 
which  not  more  than  4  percent,  by  count, 
of  all  the  units  are  seriously  blemished. 

(d)  iSStd)  classification.  Frozen 
french  fried  potatoes  that  fail  to  meet 
the  requirements  of  paragraph  (c)  of 
this  section  may  be  given  a  score  of  0  to 
27  points  and  shall  not  be  graded  above 
substandard  regardless  of  the  total  score 
for  the  product  (this  is  a  limiting  rule) . 

§  52.2398  Texture — (a)  (A)  classifi¬ 
cation.  Prepared  french  fried  potatoes 
that  possess  a  good  texture  may  be  given 
a  score  of  25  to  30  points.  "Good  tex¬ 
ture”  means  that  the  external  surfaces 
of  the  units  are  moderately  crisp,  show 
no  noticeable  separation  from  the  inner 
portion,  and  are  not  excessively  oily;  the 
interior  portions  are  well  cooked,  tender, 
and  practically  free  from  sogginess  and 
dark  discoloration. 

(b)  (J5)  classification.  If  the  pre¬ 
pared  french  fried  potatoes  possess  only 
a  rea'^onably  good  texture  a  score  of  21 
to  24  points  may  be  given.  Frozen 


french  fried  potatoes  that  fall  into  this 
classification  shall  not  be  graded  above 
U.  S.  Grade  B  or  U.  S.  Extra  Standard 
regardless  of  the  total  score  for  the  prod¬ 
uct  (this  is  a  limiting  rule).  "Reason¬ 
ably  good  texture”  means  that  the 
external  surfaces  of  the  units  may  be 
slightly  hard  or  slightly  tough,  show  no 
more  than  a  moderate  separation  from 
the  interior  portion,  and  are  not  exces¬ 
sively  oily;  the  interior  portions  are  well 
cooked,  reasonably  tender,  and  reason¬ 
ably  free  from  sogginess  and  dark  dis¬ 
coloration. 

(c)  (SStd)  classification.  Frozen 
french  fried  potatoes  that  fail  to  meet 
the  requirements  of  paragraph  (b)  of 
this  section  may  be  given  a  score  of  0  to 
27  points  and  shall  not  be  graded  above 
substandard  regardless  of  the  total  score 
for  the  product  (this  is  a  limiting  rule). 

§  52.2399  Tolerances  for  certification 
of  officially  drawn  samples,  (a)  When 
certifying  samples  that  have  been  oflaci- 
ally  drawn  and  which  represent  a  spe¬ 
cific  lot  of  frozen  french  fried  potatoes, 
the  grade  for  such  lot  will  be  determined 
by  averaging  the  total  scores  of  the  con¬ 
tainers  comprising  the  sample,  if,  with 
respect  to  the  containers  comprising  the 
sample : 

(1)  Not  more  than  one-sixth  of  the 
containers  fails  to  meet  the  grade  indi¬ 
cated  by  the  average  of  such  total  scores ; 

(2)  None  of  the  containers  falls  more 
than  four  points  below  the  minimum 
score  for  the  grade  indicated  by  the 
average  of  such  total  scores; 

(3)  None  of  the  containers  falls  more 
than  one  grade  below  the  grade  indi¬ 
cated  by  the  average  of  such  total  scores; 

(4)  The  average  score  of  all  contain¬ 
ers  for  any  factor  subject  to  a  limiting 
rule  is  within  the  score  range  of  that 
factor  for  the  grade  indicated  by  the 
average  of  such  total  scores;  and 

(5)  All  containers  meet  all  applicable 
standards  of  quality  promulgated  by  the 
Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act 
and  in  effect  at  the  time  of  the  aforesaid 
certification. 

SCORE  SHEET 

§  52.2400  Score  sheet  for  frozen 
french  fried  potatoes. 

Size  and  kind  of  container.. _ _ _ 

Container  mark  oi*  identificalion . . . . 

Lalxl . 

Net  weight  (ounws).. . . 

Style . . . 


Factors 

Score  points 

(A) 

2.'’.-30 

Color . . 

30 

((H) 

'  2i-24 

l(SStd) 

>  0-20 

|(A) 

S-V-iO 

Defects . . . 

40 

](B) 

»  28-34 

[(SStd) 

‘0-27 

1(A) 

25-30 

Texture . . 

30 

(B) 

'  21-24 

l(SStd) 

‘0-20 

Total  score . . 

100 

Similar  varieties. 

Oood  flavor _ 

Grade _ 


» Indicates  limiting  rule. 

Dated:  May  14,  1954. 

[SEAL]  Roy  W.  Lennartson, 

Deputy  Administrator, 
Marketing  Services. 

IF.  R.  Doc.  54-3911;  Filed,  May  19,  1954; 
8:51  a.  m.] 
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I  7  CFR  Part  936  1 

Fresh  Bartlett  Pears,  Plums,  and  El- 

BERTA  Peaches  Grown  in  Californu 

EXPENSES  AND  FIXING  OF  RATES  OF  ASSESS* 
MENT  FOR  1954-55  SEASON 

Consideration  Is  being  given  to  the 
following  proposals  submitted  by  the 
Control  Committee,  established  under 
the  marketing  agreement,  as  amended, 
and  Order  No.  36,  as  amended  (7  CFR 
Part  936;  18  P.  R.  712),  regulating  the 
handling  of  fresh  Bartlett  pears,  plums, 
and  Elberta  peaches  grown  in  the  State 
of  California,  effective  under  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of 
1937,  as  amended,  as  the  agency  to  ad¬ 
minister  the  provisions  thereof : 

(a)  That  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
find,  with  respect  to  Bartlett  pears,  early 
varieties  of  plums,  late  varieties  of 
plums,  and  Elberta  peaches,  that  ex¬ 
penses  not  to  exceed  the  following 
amounts  are  likely  to  be  incurred,  during 
the  season  beginning  March  1,  1954,  and 
ending  February  28,  1955,  both  dates 
inclusive,  by  the  Control  Committee  for 
the  maintenance  and  functioning  of 
such  committee  and  the  resp>ective  com¬ 
modity  committees  established  under 
the  aforesaid  amended  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  order: 

(1)  Bartlett  pears,  $24,711.05. 

(2)  Early  varieties  of  plums, 
$17,348.19: 

( 3 )  Late  varieties  of  plums,  $18,851.08 ; 
and 

(4)  Elberta  peaches,  $17,909.68. 

(b>  That  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
fix,  as  each  handler’s  pro  rata  share  of 
such  expenses  the  following  rates  of  as¬ 
sessment  which  each  handler  shall  pay 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  said 
amended  marketing  agreement  and 
order: 

(1)  8*2  mills  ($0.0085)  per  standard 
western  pear  box  of  Bartlett  pears,  or 
its  equivalent  in  other  containers  or  in 
bulk: 

(2)  9  mills  ($0.009 >  per  standard 
four-basket  crate  of  early  varieties  of 
plums,  or  its  equivalent  in  other  con¬ 
tainers  or  in  bulk: 

(3>  9  mills  ($0,009)  per  standard 
four-basket  crate  of  late  varieties  of 
plums,  or  its  equivalent  in  other  con¬ 
tainers  or  in  bulk:  and 

(4)  4  mills  ($0.004 >  per  California 
peach  box  of  Elberta  peaches,  or  its 
equivalent  in  other  containers  or  in 
bulk. 

All  persons  who  desire  to  submit  writ¬ 
ten  data,  views,  or  arguments  for  con¬ 
sideration  in  connection  with  the  pro¬ 
posals  may  do  so  by  submitting  the  same 
to  the  Director,  Fruit  and  Vegetable  Di¬ 
vision.  Agricultural  Marketing  Service, 
United  States  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture,  Washington  25,  D.  C,.  not  later  than 
the  10th  day  following  publication  of 
this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Terms  used  in  the  amended  market¬ 
ing  agreement  and  order  shall,  when 
u.sed  herein,  have  the  same  meaning  as 
is  given  to  the  respective  term  in  said 
amended  marketing  agreement  and 
order. 


(See.  5,  49  Stat.  753,  as  amended;  7  TJ.  S.  C. 
608c) 

Dated:  May  17,  1954. 

[SEALl  S.  R.  Smith, 

Director,  Fruit  and  Vegetable 
Division,  Agricultural  Mar- 
keting  Service, 

(P.  R.  Doc.  54-3910;  Piled,  May  19,  1954; 
8:51  a.  m.] 
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[Docket  No.  AO  184-AlOl 

Handling  of  Milk  in  the  Nashville, 
Tennessee,  Marketing  Area 

NOTICE  OF  RECOMMENDED  DECISION  AND  OP¬ 
PORTUNITY  TO  FILE  WRITTEN  EXCEPTIONS 
WITH  RESPECT  TO  PROPOSED  AMENDMENT 
TO  TENTATIVE  MARKETING  AGREEMENT  AND 
TO  ORDER,  AS  AMENDED 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Ag¬ 
ricultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of 
1937,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C,  601  et  seq.) , 
and  the  applicable  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure,  as  amended,  governing  the 
formulation  of  marketing  agreements 
and  marketing  orders  (7  CFR  Part  900), 
notice  is  hereby  given  of  the  filing  with 
the  Hearing  Clerk  of  the  recommended 
decision  of  the  Deputy  Administrator. 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service,  United 
States  Department  of  Agriculture,  with 
respect  to  a  proposal  to  amend  the  ten¬ 
tative  marketing  agreement  and  the 
order,  as  amended,  regulating  the  han¬ 
dling  of  milk  in  the  Nashville,  Tennessee, 
marketing  area.  Interested  parties  may 
file  written  exceptions  to  this  decision 
with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  United  States 
Department  of  Agriculture,  Washington 
25.  D.  C..  not  later  than  the  close  of 
business  the  3d  day  after  publication  of 
this  decision  in  the  Federal  Register. 
Exceptions  should  be  filed  in  quadrupli¬ 
cate. 

Preliminary  statement.  The  hearing, 
on  the  record  of  which  the  following 
findings  and  conclusions  were  formu¬ 
lated.  was  conducted  at  Nashville,  Ten¬ 
nessee,  on  May  4.  1954  (19  F.  R.  2552  >. 

The  material  issue  of  record  is  con¬ 
cerned  with  deletion  of  “contra -sea¬ 
sonal”  clause  in  the  supply-demand 
provision  of  the  order. 

Proposed  findings  and  conclusions. 
The  order  now  provides  that  the  amount 
to  be  added  to  the  basic  formula  price  in 
determining  the  Class  I  price  shall  be 
$1.25.  It  is  further  provided,  that  this 
differential  shall  be  adjusted  upward  or 
downward  each  month  on  the  basis  of  the 
relationship  of  receipts  of  milk  from 
producers  to  Class  I  sales  in  the  two 
months  immediately  preceding.  Adjust¬ 
ment  of  the  Class  I  differential  by  opera¬ 
tion  of  the  supply-demand  provision  is 
limited  during  6  months  of  the  year. 
For  each  of  the  months  of  May,  June  and 
July,  the  Class  I  differential  adjusted  by 
the  supply-demand  provision  may  not  be 
greater  than  such  adjusted  differential 
for  the  immediately  preceding  month  of 
April:  and  for  each  of  the  months  of 
November.  December  and  January,  the 
Class  I  differential  adjusted  by  the 
supply-demand  provision  may  not  be  less 


than  such  adjusted  differential  for  the 
month  of  October. 

A  supply-demand  adjustment  provi¬ 
sion  represents  an  essential  factor  in 
pricing  Class  I  milk  not  otherwise  con¬ 
tained  in  the  order.  The  automatic  ad¬ 
justment  of  Class  I  prices  in  response 
to  changes  in  relation  between  supplies 
and  Class  I  sales  helps  to  carry  out  the 
purposes  of  the  Marketing  Agreement 
Act  through  stabilization  of  supplies  at 
the  levels  required.  Failure  to  adjust  the 
Class  I  price  in  response  to  market  sup¬ 
ply  and  demand  conditions  could  result 
in  a  price  which  would  encourage  an  in¬ 
adequate  or  excessive  supply  of  milk  in 
relation  to  the  demand. 

Prior  to  September  1,  1951,  no  supply- 
demand  provision  was  contained  in  the 
order.  When  the  supply-demand  provi¬ 
sion  now  in  the  order  was  made  effective 
at  that  time,  safeguards  against  ab¬ 
normal  fluctuations  in  the  Class  I  price 
which  might  result  by  reason  of  its  oper¬ 
ation  were  also  provided.  One  of  these 
safeguards  provides  that  the  maximum 
amount  by  which  the  supply-demand  ad¬ 
justment  may  raise  or  lower  the  Class  I 
differential  shall  be  49  cents.  The  other 
major  proviso  limiting  the  effect  of 
supply-demand  adjustment  is  the  “con¬ 
tra-seasonal”  provision. 

It  was  contended  at  the  hearing  that 
the  contra-seasonal  clause  tends  to 
nullify  operation  of  the  supply-demand 
provision  of  the  order.  Limiting  the  ad¬ 
justment  in  6  months  of  the  year  im¬ 
pedes  the  giving  of  adequate  recognition 
to  changes  in  marketing  conditions  as 
indicated  by  the  supply-demand  formula, 
and  thereby  tends  to  conflict  with  at¬ 
taining  the  desired  production  pattern 
for  the  market. 

Experience  since  September  1951  has 
indicated  that  such  justification  as  may 
have  warranted  at  that  time  including 
the  dontra-seasonal  clause  in  the  supply- 
demand  provision  no  longer  exists.  It  is 
concluded  that  the  contra -seasonal  pro¬ 
vision  in  its  entii'ety  should  be  deleted 
from  the  order. 

General  findings,  (a)  The  proposed 
marketing  agreement  and  the  order,  as 
amended,  and  as  hereby  proposed  to  be 
further  amended,  and  all  of  the  terms 
and  conditions  thereof  will  tend  to  effec¬ 
tuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act: 

(b)  The  parity  prices  of  milk  as  de¬ 
termined  pursuant  to  Section  2  of  the 
act  are  not  reasonable  in  view  of  the 
price  of  feeds,  available  supplies  of  feeds 
and  other  economic  conditions  which 
affect  market  supply  of  and  demand  for 
milk,  in  the  marketing  area  and  the  min¬ 
imum  prices  specified  in  the  proposed 
marketing  agreement  and  the  order,  as 
amended,  and  as  hereby  proposed  to  be 
further  amended,  are  such  prices  as  will 
reflect  the  aforesaid  factors,  insure  a 
sufficient  quantity  of  pure  and  whole¬ 
some  milk,  and  be  in  the  public  interest; 
and 

(c)  The  proposed  order,  as  amended, 
and  as  hereby  proposed  to  be  further 
amended,  will  regulate  the  handling  of 
milk  in  the  same  manner  as,  and  wall  be 
applicable  only  to  persons  in  the  re¬ 
spective  classes  of 'industrial  and  com¬ 
mercial  activity  specified  in  a  marketing 
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Thursday,  May  20,  1954 

agreement  upon  which  a  hearing  has 
been  held. 

Rulings  on  proposed  findings  and  con- 
elusions.  Rulings  on  proposed  findings 
and  conclusions  are  not  necessary  to  this 
decision  since  neither  briefs  nor  proposed 
findings  and  conclusions  on  the  issue  of 
the  hearing  have  been  filed  within  the 
time  allowed  interested  parties. 

Recommended  marketing  agreement 
and  amendment  to  the  order.  The  fol¬ 
lowing  order,  as  amended,  is  recom¬ 
mended  as  the  detailed  and  appropriate 
means  by  which  the  foregoing  conclu¬ 
sions  may  be  carried  out.  The  recom¬ 
mended  marketing  agreement  is  not  in¬ 
cluded  in  this  decision  because  the  regu¬ 
latory  provisions  thereof  would  be  iden¬ 
tical  with  those  contained  in  the  order, 
as  amended,  and  as  hereby  proposed  to 
be  further  amended. 

1.  Replace  the  colon  immediately  pre¬ 
ceding  the  proviso  in  §  978.51  (a)  (3) 
with  a  period  and  delete  such  proviso 
which  reads  as  follows:  “Protnded,  That 
the  Class  I  differential  adjusted  pursu¬ 
ant  to  this  subparagraph  for  each  of  the 
months  of  May,  June,  and  July  shall  not 
be  more  than  such  adjusted  differential 
for  the  immediately  preceding  month  of 
April;  and  that  the  Class  I  differential 
adjusted  pursuant  to  this  subparagraph 
for  each  of  the  months  of  November, 
December,  and  January  shall  not  be  less 
than  such  adjusted  differential  for  the 
month  of  October.” 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  this  18th 
of  May  1954. 

[seal]  Roy  W.  Lennartsok, 

Deputy  Administrator. 

(P.  R.  Doc.  54-3943;  Piled,  May  19,  1954; 
8:55  a.  m.] 


Agricultural  Research  Service 
[  9  CFR  Part  18  1 

Meat  Inspection  Regulations 

REINSPECTION  AND  PREPARATION  OF 
PRODUCTS 

Notice  is  hereby  given  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  section  4  (a)  of  the 
Administrative  Procedure  Act  (5  U.  S.  C. 
1003  (a) )  that  the  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture,  pursuant  to  the  authority  con¬ 
ferred  by  the  Meat  Inspection  Act,  as 
amended  (21  U.  S.  C.  71-91) ,  and  section 
306  of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930  (19  U.  S.  C. 
1306),  is  considering  amending  the  Meat 
Inspection  Regulations  (9  CFR  Chapter 
I.  Subchapter  A)  as  follows: 

1.  Subparagraph  (6),  paragraph  (d), 
§  18.7  would  be  amended  to  read: 

(6)  Chtric  acid  not  to  exceed  of  1 
percent,  or  phosphoric  acid  not  to  exceed 
Vimi  of  1  percent  in  combination  with 
not  more  than  Moo  of  1  percent  of 
nordihydroguaiaretic  acid;  or 

2.  Subparagraph  (8),  paragraph  (d), 
§  18.7  would  be  amended  to  read: 

(8)  Propyl  gallate  not  to  exceed  Moo 
oi  1  percent  in  combination  with  not 
No.  98 - 2 


more  than  Moo  of  1  percent  of  citric  or 
phosphoric  acid;  or 

3.  Subparagraph  (10),  paragraph  (d), 

§  18.7  would  be  amended  to  read: 

(10)  Butylated  hydroxy anisole  (a  mix¬ 
ture  of  2-tertiary  butyl  4-hydroxyani- 
sole  and  3-tertiary  butyl  4-hydroxyani- 
sole)  and  combinations  of  butylated 
hydroxyanisole  with  nordihydroguaiare¬ 
tic  acid  or  propyl  gallate  with  or  with¬ 
out  the  addition  of  citric  acid  or 
phosphoric  acid:  The  quantities  used 
shall  not  exceed  Moo  of  1  percent  of 
butylated  hydroxyanisole,  or  Moo  of  1 
percent  of  nordihydroguaiaretic  acid 
plus  Moo  of  1  percent  of  butylated  hy¬ 
droxyanisole,  or  Moo  of  1  percent  of 
propyl  gallate  plus  Moo  of  1  percent  of 
butylated  hydroxyanisole.  Citric  acid 
or  phosphoric  acid,  not  to  exceed  Moo  of 
1  percent,  may  be  added  with  butylated 
hydroxyanisole  or  with  combinations  of 
butylated  hydroxyanisole  and  nordihy¬ 
droguaiaretic  acid  or  propyl  gallate;  or 

4.  Paragraph  (d)  of  §  18.7  would  be 
amended  by  adding  the  following  new 
subparagraphs: 

(11)  Butylated  hydroxy  toluene  (2,6 
di-tertiary  butyl  paracresol)  (2,6  di- 
tertiary  butyl  4-methyl  phenol)  and 
combinations  of  butylated  hydroxytolu- 
ene  with  butylated  hydroxyanisole  or 
nordihydroguariaretic  acid  or  propyl 
gallate  with  or  without  the  addition  of 
citric  acid  or  phosphoric  acid:  The  quan¬ 
tities  used  shall  not  exceed  Moo  of  1  per¬ 
cent  of  butylated  hydroxy  toluene,  or  Moo 
of  1  percent  of  butylated  hydroxyanisole 
plus  Moo  of  1  percent  of  butylated  hy- 
droxytoluene,  or  Moo  of  1  percent  of  nor¬ 
dihydroguaiaretic  acid  plus  Moo  of  1 
percent  of  butylated  hydroxy  toluene,  or 
Moo  of  1  percent  of  propyl  gallate  plus 
Moo  of  1  percent  of  butylated  hydroxy- 
toluene.  Citric  acid  or  phosphoric  acid, 
not  to  exceed  Moo  of  1  percent,  may  be 
added  with  the  butylated  hydroxytoluene 
or  with  combinations  of  butylated 
hydroxytoluene  and  butylated  hydroxy¬ 
anisole  or  nordihydroguaiaretic  acid  or 
propyl  gallate;  or 

(12)  Combinations  of  butylated  hy¬ 
droxytoluene  and  butylated  hydroxyani¬ 
sole  with  nordihydroguaiaretic  acid  or 
propyl  gallate  with  or  without  the  ad¬ 
dition  of  citric  acid  or  phosphoric  acid: 
the  quantities  used  shall  not  exceed  Moo 
of  1  percent  of  butylated  hydroxytoluene 
and  butylated  hydroxyanisole  in  combi¬ 
nation  plus  Moo  of  1  percent  of  nordihy¬ 
droguaiaretic  acid  or  Moo  of  1  percent 
of  propyl  gallate.  Citric  acid  or  phos¬ 
phoric  acid,  not  to  exceed  Moo  of  1 
percent,  may  be  added  with  the  com¬ 
binations  of  butylated  hydroxytoluene 
and  butylated  hydroxyanisole  and  nor¬ 
dihydroguaiaretic  acid  or  propyl  gallate. 

Any  person  who  wishes  to  submit 
written  data,  views,  or  arguments  con¬ 
cerning  the  proposed  regulations  may  do 
so  by  filing  them  with  the  Chief,  Meat 
Inspection  Branch,  Agricultural  Re¬ 
search  Service,  United  States  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture,  Washington  25, 
D.  C.,  within  15  days  after  the  date  of 
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publication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  this  17th 
day  of  May  1954. 

[seal]  M.  R.  CIlarkson, 

Acting  Administrator, 
Agricultural  Research  Service. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  54-3912;  PUed,  May  19.  1954; 
8:52  a.  m.] 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 
[17  CFR  Parts  250,  259  1 

Applications  and  Declarations 

NOTICE  OF  proposed  RULE  MAKING 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Secu¬ 
rities  and  Exchange  Commission  has  un¬ 
der  consideration  proposals  to  revise 
Form  U-1  (17  CFR  259.101)  and  §  250.22 
(Rule  U-22).  Form  U-1  ’  is  the  general 
form  prescribed  for  applications  or 
declarations  under  sections  6  (b),  7,  9 
(c)  (3),  10,  12  (b),  (c),  (d),  and  (f)  of 
the  Public  Utility  Holding  Company  Act 
of  1935  and  the  rules  and  regulations 
thereunder,  and  Rule  U-22  is  a  related 
procedural  rule.  The  proposals  are  made 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  above 
cited  sections  of  the  Public  Utility  Hold¬ 
ing  Company  Act  of  1935  and  section  20- 
(a)  thereof. 

Form  U-1  was  initially  adopted  in  1940 
and  has  not  been  substantially  revised 
since  1941.  The  proposed  revisions  of 
the  form  are  intended  to  clarify  its  re¬ 
quirements,  in  the  light  of  Commission 
experience,  so  as  to  require  such  infor¬ 
mation  as  is  generally  necesary  for  an 
analysis  of  transactions  to  be  passed 
upon  by  the  Commission.  The  proposed 
form  would  retain  the  provisions,  how¬ 
ever,  which  give  the  Commission  the 
right  informally  to  permit  the  omission 
of  generally  required  information  or 
documents  or  to  require  the  filing  of  ad¬ 
ditional  information  or  documents  where 
necessary  or  appropriate. 

The  propose(i  revision  would  result  in 
considerable  simplification  of  the  form. 
It  would  also  result  in  clarification  of 
the'  requirements  as  to  financial  state¬ 
ments  and  exhibits  again  for  the  purpose 
of  specifying  clearly  the  information 
the  Commission  has  found  necessary  in 
passing  upon  applications  and  declara¬ 
tions.  Consolidating  financial  state¬ 
ments  would  no  longer  be  required  by 
the  form.  The  proposed  form  would 
require  the-  filing  of  a  final  opinion  of 
counsel  with  the  certificate  filed  pur¬ 
suant  to  §  250.22  (Rule  U-24).  It  has 
been  suggested  that  this  is  especially 
appropriate  in  view  of  the  recent  elimi¬ 
nation  of. supplemental  filing  in  most 
competitive  bidding  cases. 

A  copy  of  the  revised  Form  U-1  may 
be  obtained  by  any  interested  person 
upon  request.  The  text  of  the  proposed 
amended  §  250.22  (Rule  U-22)  is  as 
follows: 

§  250.22  Applications  and  declara~ 
tions — (a)  Joinder.  As  far  as  practi- 


*  Piled  as  part  of  the  original  document. 


294S 


PROPOSED  RUIE  MAKING 


cable  combined  or  Joint  applications  or 
declarations  shall  be  filed  with  respect 
to  the  same  or  related  transactions  or 
where  related  questions  of  law  or  fact 
are  involved,  and  the  Commission  will 
dispose  of  the  matter  simultaneously  or 
otherwise  as  may  be  appropriate. 

(b)  Incorporation  by  reference.  Any 
application  or  declaration  may  incor¬ 
porate  by  exact  and  specific  reference 
any  information  contained  in  any  docu¬ 
ment  previously  or  concurrently  filed 
pursuant  to  the  Public  Utility  Holding 
Company  Act.  If  any  required  exhibit 
or  financial  statement  has  been  previ¬ 
ously  or  concurrently  filed  pursuant  to 
the  Public  Utility  Holding  Company  Act, 
the  application  or  declaration  may  simi¬ 
larly  incorporate  such  exhibit  or  financial 
statement  by  exact  and  specific  reference 
to  the  prior  filing  in  which  it  was  phys¬ 
ically  filed.  The  Commission  may  refuse 
to  permit  incorporation  by  reference  *in 
any  instance  where,  in  its  opinion,  such 
incorporation  is  confusing,  misleading 
or  inadequate. 


(c)  Verification.  All  applications  and 
declarations  shall  be  appropriately  veri¬ 
fied  by  an  authorized  officer  of  the  appli¬ 
cant  or  declarant  having  knowledge  of 
the  facts,  except  as  otherwise  specifically 
provided  in  the  applicable  form. 

(d)  Formal  specifications.  All  appli¬ 
cations,  declarations,  certificates  and 
statements,  and  any  amendments  there¬ 
to,  shall  be  filed  in  triplicate.  One  copy 
shall  be  signed  but  the  other  two  copies 
may  have  facsimile  or  typed  signatures. 
Applications  and  declarations,  amend¬ 
ments  thereto,  and  where  practicable, 
all  papers  filed  as  a  part  thereof  shall 
be  on  good  quality,  unglazed,  white  paper, 
8*/2"  X  13"  in  size.  However,  tables, 
charts,  maps  and  financial  statements 
may  be  on  larger  paper  if  folded  to  that 
size  in  so  far  as  practicable.  Such  docu¬ 
ments  shall  be  bound  on  the  left  side  in 
such  manner  as  to  leave  the  reading 
matter  legible,  and  shall  be  printed,  litho¬ 
graphed,  mimeographed,  typewritten,  or 
prepared  by  any  process  which,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Commission,  produces 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Alaska 

NOTICE  OF  PROPOSED  WITHDRAWAL  AND 
RESERVATION  OF  LANDS 

An  application,  serial  number  An¬ 
chorage  026220,  for  the  withdrawal  from 
all  forms  of  appropriation  under  the 
public  land  laws,  of  the  lands  described 
below  was  filed  on  April  7.  1954,  by  the 
Alaska  Railroad.  The  purposes  of  the 
proposed  withdrawal:  Water  supply. 

For  a  period  of  60  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  of  this  notice,  persons 
having  cause  to  object  to  the  proposed 
withdrawal  may  present  their  objections 
in  writing  to  the  Regional  Administra¬ 
tor,  Region  VII,  Bureau  of  Land  Man¬ 
agement.  Department  of  the  Interior  at 
Anchorage,  Alaska.  In  case  any  objec¬ 
tion  is  filed  and  the  nature  of  the  op¬ 
position  is  such  as  to  warrant  it.  a  pub¬ 
lic  hearing  will  be  held  at  a  convenient 
time  and  place,  which  will  be  announced, 
where  opponents  to  the  order  may  state 
their  views  and  where  proponents  of  the 
order  can  explain  its  purpose. 

The  determination  of  the  Secretary  on 
the  application  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register,  either  in  the  form 
of  a  public  land  order  or  in  the  form  of 
a  Notice  of  Determination  if  the  appli¬ 
cation  is  rejected.  In  either  case,  a  sep¬ 
arate  notice  will  be  sent  to  each  inter¬ 
ested  party  of  record. 

The  lands  involved  in  the  application 
are: 

Parcel  No.  1 

Beginning  at  the  easterly  end  of  Parcel 
No.  1,  which  Is  located  100  feet  to  the  left 
(southerly I  from  a  point  in  the  center  line 
of  the  main  track  of  The  Alaska  Railroad 
at  survey  station  1687  plus  95.  mileage  80.99. 
The  point  of  beginning  is  located  at  latitude 
60‘’55’34"  N.,  longitude  149°21'05''  W.;  thence 


westerly  and  northwesterly  5,694  feet  parallel 
to  and  100  feet  southerly  and  southwesterly 
from  the  center  line  of  the  main  track,  to 
the  northwesterly  end  of  Parcel  No.  1,  which 
lies  100  feet  to  the  left  (southwesterly)  from 
the  center  line  of  the  main  track  at  survey 
station  1743  plus  10,  mileage  82.03;  thence  in 
a  general  southerly,  southeasterly  and  east¬ 
erly  direction  10,400  feet,  more  or  less, 
meandering  along  the  mean  high  water  line 
of  Turnagain  Arm,  to  the  point  of  beginning, 
containing  approximately  52  acres. 

Parcel  No.  2 

Beginning  at  the  easterly  end  of  Parcel  No. 
2.  which  is  located  100  feet  to  the  right 
(northerly)  from  a  point  in  the  center  line 
of  the  main  track  of  the  railroad  at  survey 
station  1680  plus  76,  mileage  80.85.  Tlie 
point  of  beginning  is  located  at  latitude 
60‘’55'39"  N.,  longitude  149'’20'54''  W.;  thence 
westerly  and  northwesterly,  4,005  feet  paral¬ 
lel  to  and  100  feet  northerly  and  northeasterly 
from  the  center  line  of  the  main  track  of  the 
railroad,  to  the  northwesterly  end  of  Parcel 
No.  2,  which  lies  100  feet  to  the  right  (north¬ 
easterly)  from  a  point  in  the  center  line  of 
the  main  track  at  survey  station  1722  plus 
70,  mileage  81.65;  thence  southeasterly  and 
easterly  3  330  feet  parallel  to  and  150  feet 
southwesterly  and  southerly  from  the  center 
line  of  the  Seward-Anchorage  '  Highway  to 
the  point  of  beginning,  containing  approxi¬ 
mately  25.62  acres. 

Lowell  M.  Puckett, 

Regional  Administrator. 

IF.  R.  Doc.  54-3872;  Filed.  May  19.  1954; 

8:45  a.  m.] 


Alaska 

SHORESPACE  restoration  order  no.  511 
AND  SMALL  TRACT  CLASSIFICATION  NO.  82 

May  14.  1954. 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  contained 
in  the  act  of  June  5.  1920  (41  Stat.  1059; 
48  U.  S.  C.  372) ,  and  pursuant  to  Delega¬ 
tion  of  Authority  contained  in  sections 


copies  suitable  for  permanent  records. 
Irrespective  of  the  process  used  all  copies 
of  such  material  shall  be  clear,  easily 
readable  and  suitable  for  i;epeated  photo¬ 
copying.  Debits  and  credits  in  financial 
statements  shall  be  clearly  distinguish¬ 
able  as  such  on  photocopies. 

All  interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  data,  views,  and  comments  on 
these  proposals,  in  writing,  to  the  Sec¬ 
retary,  Securities  and  Exchange  Com¬ 
mission,  425  Second  Street  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington  25,  D.  C.,  on  or  before  June  14, 
1954.  Unless  the  person  submitting  such 
data,  views  and  comments  requests,  in 
writing,  that  they  be  held  confidential, 
they  will  be  public  records  available  for 
public  inspection. 

By  the  Commission. 

IsealI  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

May  12,  1954. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  54-3876;  Filed.  May  19,  1954; 

8:46  a.  m.J 


2.21  and  2.22  (a)  (3>  of  Order  No.  1. 
Bureau  of  Land  Management,  Area  IV, 
approved  by  the  Acting  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  on  August  20,  1951  (16  F.  R. 
8625) ,  it  is  ordered  as  follows: 

1.  Subject  to  valid  existing  rights,  the 
80-rod  shorespace  reserve  which  is  now 
or  may  hereafter  be  created  under  the 
act  of  May  14,  1898  (30  Stat.  409;  48 
U.  S.  C.  371 ) ,  as  amended,  is  hereby  re¬ 
voked  as  to  the  public  lands  hereinafter 
described,  which  aie  situated  in  the  An¬ 
chorage.  Alaska  Land  District  and  which 
are  hereby  classified  as  chiefly  valuable 
for  lease  and  sale  under  the  Small  Tract 
Act  of  June  1,  1938  (52  Stat.  609;  43 
*U.  S.  C.  682a),  as  amended: 

Haines-Port  Chilkoot  Small  Tract  Area 
FOR  LEASE  AND  SALK 

For  Cabin  Sites 

T.  30  S..  R.  59  E.,  CRM 

Sec.  35: 

Lot  2; 

Lots  4-10,  Inclusive; 

Lots  13-19,  inclusive. 

T.  31  S,  R.  59  E..  CRM, 

Sec.  2; 

Lots  10-16,  Inclusive; 

Lots  22-50,  inclusive; 

Lots  53,  54  and  55. 

Sec.  3: 

Lots  1  and  2; 

Lots  10-13,  inclusive; 

Lots  16.  17.  18.  21.  22; 

Lots  25-28.  inclusive; 

Lots  33  and  34. 

Sec.  11: 

Lots  2,  3.  and  4; 

Lots  8-11,  inclusive; 

Lot  13; 

NE*4NEt4NW'4. 

Comprising  82  tracts  aggregating  ap¬ 
proximately  384.36  acres. 

These  lots  are  located  immediately 
south  and  east  of-  Port  Chilkoot,  Alaska, 
and  most  tracts  can  be  reached  by  one  of 
four  roads  serving  the  area.  The  terrain 
varies  from  level  to  very  steep  and  lough. 
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The  easternmost' tracts  are  covered  with 
a  heavy  stand  of  mature  Sitka  spruce 
and  some  have  frontage  on  Portage  Cove. 

A  thick  stand  of  birch  reproduction  and 
small  Sitka  spruce  makes  up  the  forest 
cover  over  the  remaining  tracts.  Many 
of  the  lots  offer  spectacular  views  of 
glacial  and  mountain  scenery.  The 
summer  climate  features  mild  tempera¬ 
tures  and  heavy  precipitation  but  unlike 
most  of  Southeast  Alaska  the  winters  are 
cold  enough  to  produce  a  very  heavy 
snowfall.  Sewage  disposal  can  be  ac¬ 
complished  on  individual  tracts  through 
septic  tanks  or  cesspools  and  drinking 
water  supplies  can  be  obtained  from 
band  dug  or  drilled  wells.  Most  com¬ 
munity  facilities  are  available  in  Port 
Chilkoot,  Haines  and  Skagway.  which  is 
16  miles  northeast  by  air.  However,  res¬ 
idents  must  sail  or  fly  the  72  miles  south 
to  Juneau  to  obtain  most  professional 
services. 

2.  This  classification  order  shall  not 
otherwise  become  effective  to  change  the 
status  of  any  lands  described  herein  or  to 
permit  the  leasing  of  any  such  lands 
under  the  Small  Tract  Act  of  June  1, 
1938,  cited  above,  until  10:00  a.  m.,  on 
June  8,  1954. 

At  that  time  the  lands  described  above 
shall,  subject  to  valid  existing  rights 
and  the  provisions  of  existing  with¬ 
drawals,  become  subject  to  application, 
petition,  location  and  selection,  as 
follow's: 

(a)  Ninety-one  day  period  for  prefer¬ 
ence  right  filings.  For  a  period  of  91 
days  from  10:00  a.  m.  on  June  8,  1954*  to 
close  of  business  on  September  6,  1954, 
inclusive,  preference  will  be  given,  as 
set  forth  above,  to: 

(1)  Applications  under  the  Small 
Tract  Act  of  June  1,  1938  (52  Stat.  609; 
43  U.  S.  C.  682a),  as  amended,  by 
qualified  veterans  of  World  War  H  and 
other  qualified  persons  entitled  to  pref¬ 
erence  under  the  act  of  September  27, 
1944  (58  Stat.  747;  43  U.  S.  C.  279-284), 
as  amended,  subject  to  the  requirements 
of  applicable  law,  and 

(2)  Applications  under  any  applicable 
public  land  law,  based  on  prior  existing 
valid  settlement  rights  and  preference 
rights  conferred  by  existing  laws  or 
equitable  claims  subject  to  allowance 
and  confirmation.  Application  by  vet¬ 
erans  and  other  qualified  persons  under 
subdivision  (1)  of  this  paragraph  shall 
be  subject  to  applications  and  claims 
of  the  classes  described  in  subdivision  (2) 
of  this  paragraph. 

(b)  Advance  period  for  simultane¬ 
ous  preference  right  filings.  All  applica¬ 
tions  filed  by  such  veterans  and  other 
qualified  persons,  or  by  persons  claim¬ 
ing  preference  rights'  superior  to  those 
of  such  veterans  filed  under  the  preced¬ 
ing  paragraph  (a)  on  May  18,  1954,  or 
thereafter,  up  to  and  including  10:00 
a.  m.  on  June  8,  1954,  shall  be  treated  as 
simultaneously  filed.  All  applications 
filed  under  the  preceding  paragraph  (a) 
after  10:00  a.  m.  on  June  8,  1954,  shall 
be  considered  in  the  order  of  filing. 

(c)  Date  for  non-preference  right 
filings.  Commencing  at  10:00  a.  m.,  on 
September  7,  1954,  any  lands  remaining 
unappropriated  shall  become  subject  to 
application  under  the  Small  Tract  Act 
by  the  public  generally. 


(d)  Advance  period  for  simultaneous 
non-preference  right  filings.  Applica¬ 
tions  under  the  Small  Tract  Act  by  the 
general  public  filed  on  August  17,  1954, 
or  thereafter,  up  to  and  including  10:00 
a.  m.  on  September  7,  1954,  shall  be 
treated  as  simultaneously  filed.  All  ap¬ 
plications  filed  thereafter  shall  be  con¬ 
sidered  in  the  order  of  filing. 

3.  A  veteran  shall  accompany  his  ap¬ 
plication  with  a  complete  photostatic,  or 
other  copy  (both  sides) ,  of  his  certificate 
of  honorable  discharge,  or  of  an  official 
document  of  his  branch  of  the  service 
which  shows  clearly  his  honorable  dis¬ 
charge  as  defined  in  §  181.36  of  Title  43 
of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  or 
which  constitutes  evidence  of  other  facts 
upon  which  the  claim  for  preference  is 
based  and  which  shows  clearly  the  period 
of  service.  Other  persons  claiming  credit 
for  service  of  veterans  must  furnish  like 
proof  in  support  of  their  claim.  Per¬ 
sons  asserting  preference  rights,  through 
settlement  or  otherwise,  and  those  hav¬ 
ing  equitable  claims,  shall  accompany 
their  applications  by  duly  corroborated 
statements  in  support  thereof,  setting 
forth  in  detail  all  facts  relevant  to  their 
claims. 

4.  All  applications  for  these  lands, 
which  shall  be  filed  in  the  Land  Office  at 
Anchorage,  Alaska,  shall  be  made  on 
form  4-776  and  shall  be  acted  upon  in 
accordance  with  the  regulations  con¬ 
tained  in  §  295.8  of  Title  43  of  the  CJode 
of  Federal  Regulations  to  the  extent 
that  such  regulations  are  applicable. 
Applications  under  the  Small  Tract  Act 
of  June  1,  1938,  shall  be  governed  by  the 
regulations  contained  in  Part  257  of  Title 
43  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations. 

5.  Lessees  under  the  Small  Tract  Act 
of  June  1,  1938  will  be  required,  within 
a  reasonable  time  after  execution  of  the 
lease,  to  construct  upon  the  leased  land, 
to  the  satisfaction  of  the  appropriate 
officer  of  the  Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment  authorized  to  sign  the  lease, 
improvements  which,  under  the  circum- 
starices,  are  substantial,  and  are  appro¬ 
priate  for  the  use  for  which  the  lease  is 
issued.  Leases  will  be  issued  for  a  period 
of  two  years,  at  an  annual  rental  of  $5 
for  cabin  sites,  payable  in  advance  for 
the  entire  lease  period.  Applications  for 
extension  for  an  additional  period  of  one 
year  shall  be  considered  in  appropriate 
cases.  Every  lease  for  land  classified  for 
lease  and  sale  will  contain  an  option  to 
purchase  clause  and  every  such  lessee 
may  file  an  application  to  purchase  at 
the  sale  price  as  provided  in  the  lease. 

6.  All  of  the  land  will  be  leased  in 
tracts  varying  in  size  from  approxi¬ 
mately  1.14  acres  to  approximately  7.43 
acres,  in  accordance  with  the  classifica¬ 
tion  maps  on  file  in  the  Land  Office, 
Anchorage,  Alaska.  These  tracts  are 
appraised  at  prices  ranging  from  $50  to 
$615. 

7.  Lessees  must  locate  any  wells  or 
sewage  disposal  facilities  in  accordance 
with  the  laws  and  regulations  of  the 
Territory  of  Alaska. 

8.  The  leases  will  be  made  subject  to 
rights-of-way  for  road  purposes  and 
public  utilities,  as  specified  in  the  Classi¬ 
fication  and  Appraisal  Report  on  file  in 
the  Land  Office,  Anchorage,  Alaska. 
Such  rights-of-way  may  be  utilized  by 


the  Federal  Government,  State,  Terri¬ 
tory,  County,  or  Municipality,  or  by  any 
agency  thereof.  In  the  discretion  of  the 
authorized  officer  of  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  these  rights-of-way  may 
be  definitely  located  prior  to  the  issu¬ 
ance  of  the  patent.  If  not  so  located, 
they  may  be  subject  to  location  after 
patent  is  issued. 

Fred  J.  Weiler, 

Chief, 

Division  of  Land  Planning. 

IF.  R.  Doc.  54-3873:  Plied,  May  19,  1954; 

8:45  a.  m.] 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[Docket  No.  5592  et  al.] 

Service  to  Fayetteville,  Ark. 

NOTICE  of  oral  ARGUMENT 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Act 
of  1938,  as  amended,  that  oral  argument 
in  the  above -entitled  proceeding  is  as¬ 
signed  to  be  held  on  June  22,  1954,  at 
10:00  a.  m.,  e.  d.  s.  t.,  in  Room  5042, 
Commerce  Building,  Constitution  Ave¬ 
nue,  between  Fourteenth  and  Fifteenth 
Streets  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C.,  before 
the  Board. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  May  17, 
1954. 

[SEAL]  Francis  W.  Brown, 

Chief  Examiner. 

IP.  R.  Doc.  54-3915:  Filed,  May  19,  1954; 

8:53  a.  m.] 


[Docket  No.  5988  et  al.] 

Ozark  Airlines,  Inc. 

NOTICE  OF  ORAL  ARGUMENT 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of 
Ozark  Airlines,  Inc.,  for  renewal  of  its 
temporary  certificate  of  public  conven¬ 
ience  and  necessity  for  route  No.  107. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Act 
of  1938,  as  amended,  that  oral  argument 
in  the  above-entitled  proceeding  is  as¬ 
signed  to  be  held  on  June  15,  1954,  at 
10:00  a.  m.,  e.  d.  s.  t.,  in  Room  5042, 
Commerce  Building,  Constitution  Ave¬ 
nue,  between  Fourteenth  and  Fifteenth 
Streets  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C.,  before 
the  Board. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D,  C.,  May  17, 
1954. 

[seal]  Francis  W.  Brown, 

Chief  Examiner. 

[P.  R,  Doc.  54-3916;  Piled,  May  19,  1954; 

8:53  a.  m.l 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[Docket  Nos.  10610,  10611;  PCC  54-630] 

Arkansas  Television  Co.  and  Arkansas 
Telecasters,  Inc. 

memorandum  opinion  and  order  re  issues 

In  re  applications  of  Arkansas  Tele¬ 
vision  Company,  Little  Rock,  Arkansas, 
Docket  No.  10610,  File  No.  BPCT-1057; 
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NOTICES 


Arkansas  Telecasters,  Inc.,  North  Little 
Rock.  Arkansas,  Docket  No.  10611,  File 
No.  BPCT-1740;  lor  construction  per¬ 
mits  for  new  television  stations. 

1.  The  Commission  has  under  con¬ 
sideration  a  petition  filed  on  October  28, 
1953,  by  Arkansas  Television  Company 
seeking  enlargement  of  the  hearing  is¬ 
sues  in  the  instant  proceeding  to  permit 
inquiry  into  the  “availability”  and  “suf¬ 
ficiency  of  funds”  of  Arkansas  Telecast¬ 
ers,  Inc.  Additionally,  the  petition  re¬ 
quests  that  the  Commission  direct  the 
Hearing  Examiner  to  require  the  appli¬ 
cants  to  exchange  information  regarding 
their  “estimated  budgets”.  Oppositions 
to  the  instant  petition  were  filed  by  the 
Commission’s  Broadcast  Bureau  and  by 
Arkansas  Telecasters  on  November  3  and 
6,  1953,  respectively. 

2.  Arkansas  Television  and  Arkansas 
Telecasters  are  competing  applicants  for 
new  commercial  television  broadcast 
stations  on  Channel  11  at  Little  Rock 
and  North  Little  Rock,  Arkansas,  respec¬ 
tively.  In  the  Commission’s  order,  re¬ 
leased  August  4,  1953,  designating  the 
applications  for  hearing,  evidence  was 
called  for  on  the  standard  comparative 
issues,  in  addition  to  which  Telecasters 
was  required  to  establish  whether  its 
proposal  would  constitute  a  hazard  to 
air  navigation. 

3.  In  support  of  its  petition,  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  “availability  of  funds”  issue 
Television  contends  that  its  opponent 
has  not  specified  what  services,  assur¬ 
ances  or  other  things  of  value  three  of 
Telecasters’  stockholders  agreed  to  fur¬ 
nish  that  applicant  in  exchange  for  75 
percent  of  Telecasters’  stock.  The  appli¬ 
cation  does  not  reflect,  it  is  argued,  why 
Mr.  Rebsamen,  a  25  percent  stockholder 
in  Telecasters,  has  agreed  to  advance 
all  other  necessary  funds  to  the  appli¬ 
cant.  It  is  contended  that  the  applica¬ 
tion  does  not  disclose  that  two  of  Tele¬ 
casters’  stockholders  have,  on  previous 
occasions,  failed  to  carry  out  their  finan¬ 
cial  commitments.  Television  further 
urges  that  letters  from  Mr.  Rebsamen 
and  a  bank  agreeing  to  lend  Telecasters 
$300,000  and  $150,000,  respectively,  are 
not  enforceable  commitments  and  that  a 
letter  from  William  E.  Terry  and  Com¬ 
pany  soliciting  the  financing  to  the 
extent  of  60  percent  of  the  cost  of  con¬ 
struction  of  Telecasters’  proposed  office- 
studio  building,  does  not  actually  give 
assurance  that  they  will  carry  out  their 
commitment. 

4.  With  respect  to  the  “suffiiciency  of 
funds”  issue  requested.  Television  con¬ 
tends:  (1)  That  Telecasters  proposes 
only  $10,000  equity  capital;  (2)  that 
Television  is  unable  to  determine 
whether  Telecasteis  will  have  sufiBcient 
funds  to  pay  $101,000  in  deferred  pay¬ 
ments.  retirement  of  loans,  and  interest 
during  the  first  year;  and  (3)  that  Tele¬ 
casters  has  under-estimated  the  cost  of 
construction  of  its  proposed  station  by  at 
least  $200,000.  Accordingly,  Television 
urges  the  Commission  to  enlarge  the  is¬ 
sues  in  accordance  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  South  Central  Broadcasting  Cor¬ 
poration  decision.* 


*9  Pike  and  Fischer  RR  1035. 


5.  Next,  petitioner  states  that  it  re¬ 
quested  the  Examiner  to  require  both 
parties  to  exchange  information  with  re- 
SF>ect  to  “budget  estimates”  at  the  hear¬ 
ing  conference  of  October  15,  1953,  and 
that  the  Examiner  ruled  that  an  ex¬ 
change  of  this  information  was  not  ap¬ 
propriate  in  view  of  the  fact  that  finan¬ 
cial  qualifications  were  not  in  issue  in 
the  proceeding.  It  is  urged  that  if  the 
Commission  permits  a  “sufficiency  of 
funds”  issue,  “budget  estimates”  will  be 
required. 

6.  In  its  opposition  to  the  instant  peti¬ 
tion,  Telecasters  contends  that  nothing 
new  is  presented  in  the  instant  petition 
which  was  not  considered  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  when,  in  October  of  1953,  Tele¬ 
casters  was  found  prime  facie  financially 
qualified.  In  this  respect,  the  Broadcast 
Bureau  in  its  opposition  agrees  with 
Telecasters.  The  Bureau,  nonetheless, 
contends  that  the  “sufficiency  of  funds” 
issue  should  be  left  to  the  discretion  of 
the  Examiner  upon  a  proper  showing  of 
need  for  enlargement  of  the  issues.  As 
to  the  exchange  of  “budget”  information, 
the  Bureau  submits  that  the  Examiner 
already  has  the  authority  under  the 
Commission’s  rules  to  direct  such  an 
exchange. 

7.  At  the  outset  we  note  that  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  order  designating  the  applica¬ 
tions  herein  for  hearing  was  released  on 
August  4,  1953,  and  that  the  instant 
petition  was  filed  on  October  28,  1953. 
Section  1.389  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
and  regulations  requires  that  petitions 
to  enlarge  issues  be  filed  within  15  days 
from  the  date  the  issues  were  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  unless  good 
cause  is  shown  for  the  delay.  With 
respect  to  Television’s  request  for  an 
availability-of -funds  issue  the  instant 
petition  contains  no  allegations  to  show 
that  good  cause  exists  for  the  delay  in 
requesting  enlargement  of  the  issues 
herein.  Moreover,  a  careful  review  of 
the  allegations  advanced  in  support  of 
the  availability-of-funds  issues  does  not 
in  our  judgement  disclose  any  new  facts 
or  information  not  considered  by  the 
Commission  at  the  time  Telecasters  was 
found  prima  facie  financially  qualified. 
For  these  reasons,  therefore,  the  request 
for  an  availability-of-funds  issue  must 
be  denied. 

8.  The  request  for  an  Evansville  issue 
(sufficiency-of-funds)  presents  a  de¬ 
cidedly  different  and  peculiar  problem. 
Generally,  where  applications  have  been 
designated  for  hearing  before  our  South 
Central  decision,  but  where  the  hearing 
has  not  commenced  until  after  that  de¬ 
cision,  our  policy  has  been  to  permit 
consideration  by  the  Examiner  of  the 
necessity  for  enlargement  of  the  issues. 
The  request  for  an  Evansville  issue  in 
the  instant  petition  falls  within  this 
category.  Our  policy  considerations 
and  our  practice  in  situations  like  the 
present  one  establish,  in  our  judgment, 
adequate  “good  cause”  for  accepting  the 
instant  petition  in  this  respect.  We  are 
of  the  opinion  therefore  that  the  issues 
in  the  above-entitled  proceeding  may  be 
enlarged  by  the  Examiner  as  herein¬ 
after  ordered.  In  view  of  our  decision 
in  this  respect,  it  is  unnecessary  to  treat 
Television’s  request  for  an  exchange  of 


Information  concerning  ‘‘budget  esti¬ 
mates.”  On  this  score,  the  instant  pe¬ 
tition  is  premature. 

9.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  This  12th 
day  of  May  1954,  that  the  portion  of  the 
above-entitled  petition  of  Arkansas  Tel¬ 
evision  Company  with  respect  to  the 
“availability  of  funds”  issue  is  denied; 
And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  the  is¬ 
sues  in  the  above-entitled  proceeding 
may  be  enlarged  by  the  Examiner  on 
her  own  motion  or  on  proper  motion  by 
a  party  to  the  proceeding  and  upon 
sufficient  allegations  of  fact  in  support 
thereof  by  the  addition  of  the  follow¬ 
ing  issue;  To  determine  whether  the 
funds  available  to  the  applicant  will  give 
reasonable  assurance  that  the  proposal 
set  forth  in  the  application  will  be  ef¬ 
fectuated  ; 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  that 
portion  of  Arkansas  Television  Com¬ 
pany’s  instant  petition  with  respect  to 
an  exchange  of  information  concerning 
“budget  estimates”  is  denied. 

Released:  May  13,  1954. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  Jane  Morris, 

Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  54-3895;  Filed.  May  19,  1954; 
8:50  a.  m.j 


[Docket  Nos.  10749,  11027;  FCC  54-611] 

Port  Broadcasting  Co.  and  Citizens 
Broadcasting  Co.  (WISP) 

ORDER  designating  APPLICATION  FOR  CON¬ 
SOLIDATED  HEARING  ON  STATED  ISSUES 

In  re  applications  of  Charles  M. 
Morgan,  trading  as  Port  Broadcasting 
Company,  Wilmington,  North  Carolina, 
Docket  No.  10749,  File  No.  BP-8798; 
Citizens  Broadcasting  Company  (WISP) 
Kinston,  North  Carolina,  Docket  No. 
11027,  File  No.  BP-9099;  for  construc¬ 
tion  permit. 

At  a  session  of  the  Federal  Communi¬ 
cations  Commission  held  at  its  offices  in 
Washington,  D.  C.,  on  the  12th  day  of 
May  1954; 

The  Commission  having  under  con¬ 
sideration  the  above-entitled  applica¬ 
tion  of  the  Citizens  Broadcasting  Com¬ 
pany  for  construction  permit  to  increase 
the  power  of  Station  WISP,  Kinston, 
North  Carolina,  from  100  to  250  watts  on 
1230  kilocycles; 

It  appearing  that  pursuant  to  section 
309  (b)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  the  subject  applicant 
was  advised  by  letter  dated  March  24, 
1954,  that  its  proposed  operation  would 
involve  objectionable  interference  to  and 
from  the  operation  proposed  in  the 
above-entitled  application  of  the  Port 
Broadcasting  Company  for  a  construc¬ 
tion  permit  for  a  new  standard  broad¬ 
cast  station  at  Wilmington,  North 
Carolina  ( 1230  kilocycles,  250  watts,  un¬ 
limited  time) ;  that  the  said  application 
of  the  Port  Broadcasting  Company  had 
been  designated  for  hearing  to  begin  on 
May  11,  1954  and  that  it  appeared  neces¬ 
sary  to  designate  the  subject  WISP  ap¬ 
plication  for  hearing  in  a  consolidated 
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proceeding  therewith;  that  the  proposed 
operation  of  WISP  would  not  provide 
the  minimum  of  interference-free  serv¬ 
ice  within  the  proposed  station’s  nor¬ 
mally  protected  daytime  (0.5  mv/m) 
contour;  and  that  the  Commission  was 
unable  to  conclude  that  a  grant  of  the 
application  would  be  in  the  public 
interest;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  the  appli¬ 
cant  is  legally,  technically,  financially 
and  otherwise  qualified  to  operate  Sta¬ 
tion  WISP  as  proposed;  and 
It  further  appearing  that  Stations 
WFAI  and  WCBT  were  notified  of  the 
above-described  interference  from  the 
subject  applicant;  that  in  a  reply  dated 
March  31,  1954,  Station  WFAI  stated 
that  it  would  appear  at  a  hearing  on  the 
subject  application;  and  that  in  a  reply 
dated  April  28,  1954,  Station  WCTBT 
stated  that  it  would  not  oppose  a  grant 
of  the  subject  application;  and 
It  further  apF>earing  that  the  appli¬ 
cant  filed  a  reply  (iated  April  23,  1954, 
in  which  it  was  stated  that  it  would 
appear  at  a  hearing  on  its  application; 
and 

It  further  appearing  that  on  the  basis 
of  the  new  conductivity  map  contained 
in  Figure  M-3  of  the  Commission’s 
Standards,  no  interference  would  be  in¬ 
volved  with  Station  WCBT;  and 
It  further  appearing  that  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  after  consideration  of  the  above 
replies,  is  of  the  opinion  that  a  hearing  is 
necessary; 

It  is  ordered.  That  pursuant  to  section 
309  (b)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  the  said  application 
is  designated  for  hearing  in  a  consoli¬ 
dated  proceeding  with  the  application  of 
the  Port  Broadcasting  Company  (Docket 
No.  10749,  File  No.  BP-8798)  in  Washing¬ 
ton.  D.  C.,  scheduled  to  begin  on  May  11, 
1954,  at  10:00  a.  m.,  upon  the  following 
issues: 

1.  To  determine  the  areas  and  popu¬ 
lations  which  may  be  expected  to  gain 
or  lose  primary  service  from  the  opera¬ 
tion  of  the  proposed  station,  and  the 
availability  of  other  primary  service  to 
such  areas  and  populations. 

2.  To  determine  whether  the  opera¬ 
tion  of  the  proposed  station  would  in¬ 
volve  objectionable  interference  with 
Station  WFAI,  Fayetteville,  North  Caro¬ 
lina,  and,  if  so,  the  nature  and  extent 
thereof,  the  areas  and  populations  af¬ 
fected  thereby,  and  the  availability  of 
other  primary  service  to  such  areas  and 
populations. 

3.  To  determine  whether  the  opera¬ 

tion  of  the  proposed  station  would  in¬ 
volve  objectionable  interference  with  the 
service  proposed  in  the  pending  appli¬ 
cations  of  the  Port  Broadcasting  Com¬ 
pany  (Docket  No.  10749,  File  No.  BP- 
8798),  and,  if  so,  the  nature  and  extent 
thereof,  the  areas  and  populations  af¬ 
fected  thereby,  and  the  availability  of 
other  primary  service  to  such  areas  and 
populations.  » 

4.  To  determine  whether  the  installa¬ 
tion  and  operation  of  the  proposed  sta¬ 
tion  would  be  in  compliance  with  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  Standards  of 
Good  Engineering  Practice  Concerning 
Standard  Broadcast  Stations  with  par¬ 
ticular  reference  to  providing  the  recom¬ 


mended  minimum  of  interference-free 
service  within  the  proposed  station’s 
normally  protected  daytime  (0.5  mv/m) 
contour. 

5.  To  determine  in  the  light  of  section 
307  (b)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 

.1934,  as  amended,  which,  if  either,  of 
the  above-entitled  applicants  would 
provide  the  more  fair,  efficient  and 
equitable  distribution  of  radio  service. 

6.  To  determine,  on  a  comparative 
basis,  whether  the  operation  of  the 
Citizens  Broadcasting  Company  or  the 
Port  Broadcasting  Company  would  bet¬ 
ter  serve  the  public  interest,  convenience 
or  necessity  in  the  light  of  the  evidence 
adduced  under  the  foregoing  issues  and 
the  record  made  with  respect  to  the 
significant  differences  between  the  ap¬ 
plicants  as  to: 

a.  The  background  and  experience  of 
each  of  the  above-named  applicants  to 
own  and  operate  the  proposed  stations. 

b.  The  proposals  of  each  of  the  above- 
named  applicants  with  respect  to  the 
management  and  operation  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  stations, 

c.  The  programming  service  proposed 
in  each  of  the  above-mentioned  applica¬ 
tions. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  above- 
described  issues  No.  5  and  No.  6  are  made 
issues  in  Docket  No.  10749;  and 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  Ralph  E. 
Hess,  licensee  of  Station  WFAI,  Fayette¬ 
ville,  North  Carolina,  is  made  a  party  to 
this  proceeding. 

Released:  May  14.  1954. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal!  Mary  Jane  Morris, 

Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  54-3896;  Filed  May  19,  1954; 
8:50  a.  m.J 


[Docket  No.  10820;  FCC  54M-6551 
Estherville  Broadcasting  Corp. 

ORDER^  CONTINUING  HEARING 

In  re  application  of  Estherville  Bi’oad- 
casting  Corporation,  (KLIL) ,  Estherville, 
Iowa,  Docket  No.  10820,  File  No.  BP- 
8828;  for  construction  permit. 

To  afford  time  for  action  by  the  Mo¬ 
tions  Commissioner  on  a  petition  for 
dismissal  of  its  application  without 
prejudice,  filed  today  by  Estherville 
Broadcasting  Coi^poration :  It  is  ordered. 
This  13th  day  of  May  1954,  on  the  Ex¬ 
aminer’s  own  motion,  that  the  hearing 
scheduled  for  May  18,  1954,  is  continued 
indefinitely. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  Jane  Morris, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  54-3897;  Filed,  May  19,  1954; 
8;50  a.  m.] 


[Etocket  No,  10851;  FCC  54M-6601 
Akron  Broadcasting  Corp.  (WCUE) 
order  continuing  hearing 

In  re  application  of  Akron  Broadcast¬ 
ing  Corporation  (WCUE)  Akron,  Ohio, 


Docket  No.  10851,  Pile  No.  BP-8478;  for 
construction  p>ermit. 

The  Commission  having  under  con¬ 
sideration  a  motion  filed  May  12,  1954  by 
Akron  Broadcasting  Company,  request¬ 
ing  that  the  hearing  in  the  above-en¬ 
titled  proceeding,  presently  scheduled  to 
commence  May  20.  1954,  be  continued 
for  a  period  of  at  least  90  days;  and 

It  appearing  that  prior  to  May  1.  1954, 
the  applicant  indicated  to  its  attorneys 
that  it  did  not  desire  to  prosecute  its 
application  further,  but  on  May  10,  1954, 
advised  its  attorneys  that  it  had  re¬ 
versed  its  decision  and  now  desires  to 
prosecute  the  application;  that  between 
May  1  and  May  10,  applicant’s  attorneys 
entered  into  other  commitments  which 
render  it  impossible  for  them  to  repre¬ 
sent  the  applicant  in  the  hearing  as  now 
scheduled,  nor  is  it  anticipated  that 
they  will  be  in  a  position,  because  of  a 
heavy  schedule  of  professional  commit¬ 
ments,  to  undertake  such  representation 
within  the  next  several  months;  that 
for  this  reason,  it  has  become  necessary 
to  recommend  to  the  applicant  that  it 
employ  other  counsel  for  the  purpose  of 
prosecuting  such  application;  and  that 
the  continuance  requested  herein  is 
necessary  to  afford  applicant  ample  op¬ 
portunity  to  make  such  arrangements; 
and 

It  further  appearing  that  the  rights  or 
interests  of  no  party  would  be  prejudiced 
by  a  grant  of  the  request  for  continu¬ 
ance;  that  counsel  for  the  Broadcast 
Bureau  has  informally  consented  to  an 
immediate  consideration  of  the  subject 
petition  and  to  a  continuance  of  the 
hearing  to  July  1.  1954. 

It  is  ordered.  This  14th  day  of  May 
1954,  that  the  motion  for  continuance 
be  and  it  is  hereby  granted  insofar  as  it 
requests  a  continuance;  and  the  hear¬ 
ing  in  the  above-entitled  proceeding  be 
and  it  is  hereby  continued  to  July  1, 
1954. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  Jane  Morris, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  I>oc.  54-3898;  Filed.  May  19.  1954; 
8:50  a.  m.] 


(Docket  No.  10957;  FCC  54M-6541 
Checker  Cab  &  Bagoage  Co. 
order  continuing  hearing  • 

In  re  application  of  Checker  Cab  & 
Baggage  Company,  Houston,  Texas, 
Docket  No.  10957;  order  to  show  cau.se 
why  the  license  for  Radiotelephone  Sta¬ 
tion  KKB-843  should  not  be  revoked. 

The  Commission  having  designated 
the  above-entitled  matter  for  a  hearing 
to  be  held  at  its  offices  in  Washington, 
D.  C.,  at  10:00  o’clock  a.  m.,  on  Monday, 
May  17.  1954;  and 

It  appearing  that  on  May  6,  1954,  a 
motion  was  filed  on  behalf  of  the  Safety 
and  Special  Radio  Services  Bureau  of 
this  Commission  requesting  the  said 
Commission  to  issue  a  decision  and  order 
•  and  close  the  proceedings  in  the  above- 
entitled  matter;  and 
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It  further  appearing  that  no  action  is 
expected  to  be  taken  on  the  said  motion 
on  or  before  May  17,  1954; 

It  is  ordered.  By  the  Commission  on 
its  own  motion,  this  14th  day  of  May 
1954,  that  the  said  hearing  be.  and  it  is 
hereby,  continued  without  date. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  Jane  Morris, 

Secretary. 

IP.  R.  Doc.  54-3899;  Piled.  May  19,  1954; 
8:51  a.  m.] 


[Docket  No.  10958;  PCC  54M-656] 
Yellow  Cab  &  Transfer  Corp. 
order  continuing  hearing 

In  the  matter  of  Yellow  Cab  &  Trans¬ 
fer  Corporation,  Houston,  Texas,  Docket 
No.  10958;  order  to  show  cause  why  the 
license  for  Radiotelephone  Station  KKA- 
981  should  not  be  revoked. 

The  Commission  having  by  its  order  of 
March  7,  1954  (19  F.  R  1588)  designated 
the  above-entitled  matter  for  a  hearing 
to  be  held  at  its  offices  in  Washington, 
D.  C.,  at  10:00  a.  m.  on  Monday,  May  17, 
1954;  and 

It  appearing  that  on  May  6,  1954,  a 
motion  was  filed  on  behalf  of  the  Safety 
and  Special  Radio  Services  Bureau  of 
this  Commission  requesting  the  said 
Commission  to  issue  a  final  revocation 
order  of  the  license  of  Yellow  Cab  & 
Transfer  Corporation  of  Houston,  Texas 
for  radiotelephone  station  KKA-981,  and 
to  close  the  proceedings  in  the  above- 
entitled  matter;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  there  may  be 
no  action  taken  on  the  said  motion  on  or 
before  May  17,  1954; 

It  is  ordered.  This  13th  day  of  May 
1954,  that  the  said  hearing  be.  and  it 
hereby  is,  continued  without  date. 

Released:  May  14,  1954. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  Jane  Morris, 

Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  54-3900;  Piled.  May  19,  1954; 
8:51  a.  m.] 


(Docket  Nos.  11022,  11023;  PCC  54-608] 

Hi  KIinco  Broadcasters  and  Ohio  Valley 
ON  THE  Air,  Inc. 

order  designating  applications  for  CON¬ 
SOLIDATED  HEARING  ON  STATED  ISSUES 

In  re  applications  of  Alice  B.  Hively, 
Donald  E.  Kinker  and  Warren  W» 
Cooper,  doing  business  as  Hi  Kinco 
Broadcasters.  Point  Pleasant.  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  Docket  No.  11022,  Pile  No.  BP- 
8942;  Ohio  Valley  on  the  Air,  Inc., 
Spencer,  West  Virginia,  Docket  No. 
11023,  Pile  No.  BP-9017;  for  construction 
permits. 

At  a  session  of  the  Federal  Communi¬ 
cations  Commission  held  at  its  offices  in 
Washington,  D.  C.,  on  the  12th  day  of 
May  1954; 


The  Commission  having  under  con¬ 
sideration  the  above-entitled  applica¬ 
tions  for  construction  permit  by  the  Hi 
Kinco  Broadcasters  and  Ohio  Valley  On 
The  Air,  Inc.,  each  for  a  construction 
permit  to  operate  a  new  standard  broad¬ 
cast  station  on  1590  kilocycles  with  a 
power  of  1  kilowatt,  daytime  only,  at 
Point  Pleasant  and  Spencer,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  respectively: 

It  appearing  that  pursuant  to  section 
309  (b)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  the  subject  applicants 
were  advised  by  letter  dated  March  9, 
1954,  that  their  applications  proposed 
mutually  exclusive  operations  and  that 
insufficient  information  had  been  sub¬ 
mitted  with  each  application  from  which 
a  determination  could  be  made  as  to 
whether  the  applicant  was  financially 
qualified  to  construct  and  operate  its 
proposed  station;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  Ohio  Valley 
On  The  Air,  Inc.  and  Hi  Kinco  Broad¬ 
casters  replied  by  letters  dated  March  22 
and  April  13,  1954,  respectively,  amend¬ 
ing  each  application  to  provide  addi¬ 
tional  information  from  which  a 
determination  was  made  that  each  is 
financially  qualified  to  construct  and 
operate  its  proposed  station;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  each  appli¬ 
cant  is  legally,  technically,  financially 
and  otherwise  qualified  to  operate  its 
proposed  station,  that  no  interference 
would  be  caused  to  any  existing  or  other 
proposed  stations,  but  that  operation  of 
both  stations  as  proposed  would  result  in 
mutually  prohibitive  interference  with 
each  other;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  after  consideration  of  the  above  re¬ 
plies,  is  of  the  opinion  that  a  hearing 
is  necessary; 

It  is  ordered.  That,  pursuant  to  section 
309  (b)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  the  said  applications 
are  designated  for  hearing  in  a  consoli¬ 
dated  proceeding,  at  a  time  and  place  to 
be  specified  in  a  subsequent  order,  upon 
the  following  issues: 

1.  To  determine  the  areas  and  popula¬ 
tions  which  may  be  expected  to  gain  or 
lose  primary  service  from  the  operation 
of  the  proposed  stations,  and  the  avail¬ 
ability  of  other  primary  service  to  such 
areas  and  populations. 

2.  To  determine  in  the  light  of  section 
307  (b)  of  the  Communications  Act,  as 
amended,  which,  if  either,  of  these  ap¬ 
plicants  would  provide  the  more  fair, 
efficient  and  equitable  distribution  of 
radio  service. 

3.  To  determine  on  a  comparative 
basis,  which  of  the  operations  proposed 
in  the  above-entitled  applications  would 
better  serve  the  public  interest,  conven¬ 
ience  or  necessity  in  the  light  of  the  evi¬ 
dence  adduced  imder  the  foregoing 
issues  and  the  record  made  with  respect 
to  the  significant  differences  between 
the  applicants  as  to: 

a.  The  background  and  experience  of 
each  of  the  above-named  applicants  to 
own  and  operate  the  proposed  stations. 

b.  The  proposals  of  each  of  the  above- 
named  applicants  with  respect  to  the 
management  and  operation  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  stations. 


c.  The  programming  service  proposed 
in  each,  of  the  above-m entioned 
applications. 

Released:  May  14,  1954. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  Jane  Morris, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  54-3901;  Piled,  May  19,  1954; 
8:51  a.  m.] 


[Docket  Nos.  11024,  11025, 11026;  PCC  54-610] 
Mid-Cities  Broadcasters  et  al. 

ORDER  designating  APPLICATIONS  FOR  CON¬ 
SOLIDATED  HEARING  ON  STATED  ISSUES 

In  re  applications  of  Katherine  M. 
Allred,  trading  as  Mid-CTities  Broadcast¬ 
ers,  Arlington,  Texas,  Docket  No.  11024, 
Pile  No.  BP-8916;  Jessie  Mae  Cain,  Grand 
Prairie,  Texas,  Docket  No.  11025,  File 
No.  BP-9053;  Trinity  Broadcasting  Cor¬ 
poration  (KLIF)  Dallas,  Texas,  Docket 
No.  11026,  File  No.  BP-9054;  for  con¬ 
struction  permits. 

At  a  session  of  the  Federal  Communi¬ 
cations  Commission  held  at  its  offices  in 
Washington,  D.  C.,  on  the  12th  day  of 
May  1954; 

The  Commission  having  under  con¬ 
sideration  the  above -entitled  applica¬ 
tions  for  construction  permits  by 
Katherine  M.  Allred,  trading  as  Mid- 
Cities  Broadcasters,  for  a  new  standard 
broadcast  station  to  operate  on  1220  kilo¬ 
cycles  with  a  power  of  250  watts,  daytime 
only,  at  Arlington,  Texas;  by  Jessie  Mae 
Cain  for  a  new  standard  broadcast  sta¬ 
tion  to  operate  on  1220  kilocycles  with 
a  power  of  250  watts,  daytime  only,  at 
Grand  Prairie,  Texas;  and  by  Trinity 
Broadcasting  Corporation  to  change  the 
facilities  of  Station  KLIF,  Dallas,  Texas 
from  1  kilow’att  night  and  5  kilowatts 
day,  nightime  directional  antenna,  to  1 
kilowatt  night  and  50  kilowatts  day, 
directional  antenna  day  and  night, 
unlimited  time,  on  1190  kilocycles. 

It  appearing  that  pursuant  to  section 
309  (b)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  the  subject  applicants 
were  advised  by  letter  dated  March  8, 
1954,  that  their  proposed  operations 
would  result  in  mutually  prohibitive  in¬ 
terference  with  each  other;  that  inter¬ 
ference  to  Station  KWTX,  Waco,  Texas, 
was  involved;  that  the  application  of 
the  Trinity  Broadcasting  Corporation 
contained  insufficient  information  from 
which  it  could  be  determined  whether 
the  applicant  was  financially  qualified  to 
construct  and  operate  its  proposed  sta¬ 
tion;  and  that  in  the  event  that  the  ap¬ 
plication  of  Trinity  were  to  be  preferred 
as  the  result  of  any  hearing  on  the  three 
subject  applications,  final  action  on  the 
Trinity  application  would  be.  withheld 
pending  a  final  decision  by  the  CO'mmis- 
sion  in  Docket  No,  8333  concerning  day¬ 
time  skyWave  interference;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  on  April  8, 
1954,  the  Trinity  Broadcasting  Corpora¬ 
tion  amended  its  application  by  submit¬ 
ting  sufficient  information  from  w'hich 
it  was  determined  that  Trinity  is  finan¬ 
cially  qualified  to  construct  and  operate 
its  proposed  facilities;  and 
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It  further  appearing  that  on  March  22, 
April  6  and  April  8,  1954,  the  subject 
applicants  filed  replies  to  the  afore¬ 
mentioned  section  309  (b)  letter  in 
which  they  stated  that  they  would  ap¬ 
pear  at  a  hearing  on  their  applications; 
and 

It  further  appearing  that  the  licensee 
of  Station  KWTX  was  notified  by  the 
aforementioned  section  309  (b)  letter 
that  interference  thereto  was  involved 
with  the  operations  proposed  in  the  sub¬ 
ject  applications  and  that  the  licensee 
replied  in  a  letter  dated  April  7,  1954, 
that  it  would  appear  at  a  hearing  on  the 
subject  applications;  and 
It  further  appearing  that  examination 
of  the  subject  applications  on  the  basis 
of  the  new  conductivity  map  contained 
in  Figure  M-3  of  the  Commission’s 
Standards  indicates  that  no  interference 
to  Station  KWTX  would  be  caused  by 
any  of  the  subject  applicants;  and 
It  further  appearing  that  the  appli¬ 
cants  are  legally,  technically,  financially 
and  otherwise  qualified  to  operate  their 
respective  proposals,  but  that  the  opera¬ 
tion  of  all  stations  as  proposed  -would 
result  in  mutually  prohibitive  interfer¬ 
ence  with  each  other;  and 
It  further  appearing  that  the  Com¬ 
mission,  after  consideration  of  the  re¬ 
plies,  is  of  the  opinion  that  a  hearing 
is  necessary; 

It  is  ordered.  That,  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  309  (b)  of  the  Communications  Act 
of  1934,  as  amended,  the  said  applica¬ 
tions  are  designated  for  hearing  in  a 
consolidated  proceeding,  at  a  time  and 
place  to  be  specified  in  a  subsequent 
order,  upon  the  following  issues; 

1.  To  determine  the  areas  and  popula¬ 
tions  which  may  be  expected  to  gain  or 
lose  primary  service  from  the  operation 
of  the  proposed  stations,  and  the  avail¬ 
ability  of  other  primary  service  to  such 
areas  and  populations. 

2.  To  determine  in  the  light  of  section 
307  (b)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934.  as  amended,  which,  if  any,  of  the 
subject  applications  would  provide  the 
more  fair,  efficient  and  equitable  distri¬ 
bution  of  radio  service. 

3.  To  determine,  on  a  comparative 
basis,  which  of  the  operations  proposed 
in  the  above-entitled  applications  would 
best  serve  the  public  interest,  conven¬ 
ience  or  necessity  in  the  light  of  the  evi¬ 
dence  adduced  under  the  foregoing 
issues  and  the  record  made  with  respect 
to  the  significant  differences  between 
the  applicants  as  to: 

<a)  The  background  and  experience  of 
each  of  the  above-named  applicants  to 
own  and  operate  the  proposed  stations. 

(b)  The  proposals  of  each  of  the 
above-named  applicants  with  respect 
to  the  management  and  operation  of 
the  proposed  stations. 

(c)  The  programming  service  pro¬ 
posed  in  each  of  the  abOve-mentioned 
applications. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  in  the  event 
that  the  application  of  the  Tidnity 
Broadcasting  Corporation  is  preferred 
over  the  other  subject  applicants  herein, 
the  said  Trinity  application  will  be  held 


in  the  pending  file  until  a  final  decision 
is  rendered  by  the  Commission  in  Docket 
No.  8333. 

Released;  May  14,  1954. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  Jane  Morris, 

Secretary. 

[P.  R,  Doc.  54-3902;  Piled,  May  19,  1954; 
8:51  a.  m.] 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  G-2405] 

Texas  Gas  Pipe  Line  Corp. 
notice  of  application 

May  17.  1954. 

Take  notice  that  on  April  9,  1954, 
Texas  Gas  Pipe  Line  Corporation  (Appli¬ 
cant  ) ,  a  Delaware  corporation  having  its 
principal  place  of  business  in  Houston. 
Texas,  filed  an  application  for  a  certifi¬ 
cate  of  public  convenience  and  necessity 
pursuant  to  the  Natural  Gas  Act  author¬ 
izing  the  acquisition,  construction  and 
operation  of  certain  natural-gas  pipeline 
facilities  as  hereinafter  described. 

By  its  application  the  Applicant  seeks 
authorization  to  construct  and  operate 
the  following  facilities  to  render  the  serv¬ 
ice  proposed  herein: 

(1)  Approximately  2.37  miles  of  new 
12-inch  pipeline  extending  from  the 
eastern  end  of  Applicant’s  present  pipe¬ 
line  system  to  a  point  of  connection  in 
Cameron  Parish,  Louisiana,  with  the  12- 
inch  lateral  which  Transcontinental  Gas 
Pipe  Line  Corporation  (Transconti¬ 
nental)  proposes  in  its  application  filed 
April  9,  1954,  to  construct  and  operate  so 
as  to  take  deliveries  from  Applicant, 

(2)  A  new  compressor  station  with 
two  second  hand,  800  h.  p,  units. 

(3)  A  meter  station  at  the  intercon¬ 
nection  of  Applicant’s  pipeline  system 
and  the  tail  gate  of  Texas  (jlas  Corpora¬ 
tion’s  Orange  County  Plant. 

(4)  A  check  meter  located  at  the 
point  downstream  of  the  interconnection 
between  Applicant’s  proposed  pipeline 
Transcontinental’s  proposed  lateral 
where  Transcontinental  will  locate  its 
proposed  gas  purchase  meter. 

(5)  In  addition.  Applicant  proposes  to 
operate  approximately  13.5  miles  of  its 
presently  existing  but  unused  12-inch 
pipeline  located  in  Orange  County, 
Texas,  in  order  to  render  the  service 
set  forth  in  its  application. 

The  proposed  service  contemplates  the 
delivery  of  natural  gas  by  Applicant  to 
the  Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line  Cor¬ 
poration  from  new  reserves  which  will  be 
made  available  under  a  gas  purchase 
contract  between  Applicant  and 
Transcontinental. 

Applicant  estimates  its  capital  needs 
at  $1,084,329,  of  which  $967,179  repre¬ 
sents  facilities  acquired  and  to  be  con¬ 
structed.  For  those  facilities  acquired 
by  Applicant  from  the  Texas  Gas  Cor¬ 
poration,  namely,  13.5  miles  of  12-inch 
pipeline,  and  two  800  horsepower  com¬ 
pressor  units.  Applicant  will  give  the 
Texas  Gas  Corporation  its  common  stock 


In  the  amount  of  $483,000,  and  a  non¬ 
interest  bearing  note  for  $101,329.  For 
those  to  be  constructed  and  defray  or¬ 
ganization  expenses  and  to  provide  work¬ 
ing  funds,  Applicant  proposes  to  borrow 
$500,000.  ' 

The  Applicant  requests  that  its  appli¬ 
cation  be  heard  under  the  shortened  pro¬ 
cedure  pursuant  to  §  1.32  (b)  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington  25,  D.  C.,  in  accordance 
with  the  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or  before  the  4th 
day  of  June  1954.  The  application  is 
on  file  with  the  Commission  for  public 
inspection. 

[seal]  Leon  M.  Fuquav, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  54-3892;  Piled,  May  19.  1954; 

8:49  a.  m-l 


[Docket  No.  G-24061 

Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line  Corp. 

NOTICE  OF  APPLICATION 

May  14.  1954. 

Take  notice  that  on  April  9.  1954, 
Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line  Cor¬ 
poration  (Applicant),  a  Delaware  cor¬ 
poration  having  its  principal  place  of 
business  at  Houston,  Texas,  filed  an 
application  for  a  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  pursuant  to 
section  7  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act.  au¬ 
thorizing  the  construction  and  operation 
of  approximately  25.37  miles  of  12-inch 
pipe,  together  with  a  metering  station 
and  appurtenant  equipment.  The  pro¬ 
posed  pipeline  will  extend  from  a  point 
of  connection  with  the  project  of  the 
Texas  Gas.  Pipe  Line  Corporation  in 
Cameron  Parish,  Louisiana  (which  proj¬ 
ect  is  the  subject  matter  of  an  applica¬ 
tion  now  on  file  with  the  Commission  at 
Docket  No.  G-2405),  to  a  point  of  con¬ 
nection  with  Applicant’s  main  pipeline 
system  in  Calcasieu  Parish.  Louisiana. 

By  means  of  the  facilities  proposed. 
Applicant  will  gain  access  to  additional 
gas  reserves  in  an  area  in  which  at  pres¬ 
ent  it  does  not  purchase  natural  gas. 

The  cost  of  the  facilities  will  approxi¬ 
mate  $1,076,000  which  Applicant  pro¬ 
poses  to  finance  from  company  funds. 

The  Applicant  requests  that  its  appli¬ 
cation  be  heard  under  the  shortened 
procedure  pursuant  to  §  1.32  (b)  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington  25,  D.  C..  in  accordance 
with  the  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or  before  the  2d 
day  of  June  1954.  The  application  is 
on  file  with  the  Commission  for  public 
inspection. 

[SEAL]  Leon  M.  Fuqu.ay, 

Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  54-3874;  Filed.  May  19.  1954; 

8:45  a.  m.[ 
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NOTICES 


[Docket  No.  G-2420] 

El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co. 

NOTICE  OF  APPLICATION 

Mat  14.  1954. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  4,  1954,  El 
Paso  Natural  Gas  Company  (Applicant) , 
a  Delaware  corporation  having  its  prin¬ 
cipal  place  of  business  at  El  Paso,  Texas, 
filed  an  application  for  a  certificate  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  7  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act,  authorizing  the  construction  and 
operation  of  certain  natural-gas  facili¬ 
ties,  namely,  a  sales-meter  station,  to¬ 
gether  with  necessary  appurtenances,  to 
be  located  on  Applicant’s  existing  30- 
inch  Permian-San  Juan  cross-over  line 
in  Valencia  County,  New  Mexico. 

Such  facilities  will  be  operated  in  con¬ 
junction  with  Applicant’s  existing  facili¬ 
ties  for  the  purpose  of  making  sales  and 
deliveries  of  natural  gas  to  the  Southern 
Union  Gas  Company  for  resale  by  it  to 
the  Anaconda  Copper  Company  for  use 
by  the  latter  in  its  plant  near  Bluewater, 
New  Mexico. 

The  Applicant  requests  that  its  appli¬ 
cation  be  heard  under  the  shortened  pro¬ 
cedure  pursuant  to  §  1.32  (b)  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington  25,  D.  C.,  in  accordance 
with  the  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or  before  the  2d 
day  of  June  1954.  The  application  is  on 
file  with  the  Commission  for  public 
inspection. 

[SEAL]  Leon  M.  Fuquat, 

Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  54-3875;  Piled.  May  19.  1954; 

8:46  a.  m.] 


GENERAL  SERVICES  ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION 

Secretary  of  Defense 

DELEGATION  OF  AUTHORITY  WITH  RESPECT 
TO  REDUCED  RATES  TO  FEDERAL  GOVERN¬ 
MENT;  PENNSYLVANIA  P.  U.  C.  INVESTIGA¬ 
TION  DOCKET  NO.  24 

1.  Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tions  201  (a)  (4)  and  205  (d)  and  (e) 
of  the  Federal  Property  and  Administra¬ 
tive  Services  Act  of  1949,  63  Stat.  377,  as 
amended,  authority  to  represent  the  in¬ 
terests  of  the  executive  agencies  of  the 
Federal  Government  in  the  matter  of 
Reduced  Rates  to  the  Federal  Govern¬ 
ment,  Investigation  Docket  No.  24,  before 
the  Pennsylvania  Public  Utilities  Com¬ 
mission.  is  hereby  delegated  to  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Defense. 

2.  The  Secretary  of  Defense  is  hereby 
authorized  to  redelegate  any  of  the  au¬ 
thority  contained  herein  to  any  officer, 
official  or  employee  of  the  Department  of 
Defense. 

3.  The  authority  conferred  herein 
shall  be  exercised  in  accordance  with 
the  policies,  procedures  and  controls  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  General  Services  Adminis¬ 


tration  and  shall  further  be  exercised  in 
cooperation  with  the  responsible  officers, 
officials  and  employees  of  such  Adminis¬ 
tration. 

4.  This  delegation  of  authority  shall 
be  effective  tis  of  the  date  hereof. 

Dated:  May  17,  1954. 

Edmund  F.  Mansure, 
Administrator. 

(P.  R.  Doc.  54-3963;  PUed,  May  19,  1954; 
9:40  a.  m.l 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[File  Nos.  70-3187,  31-55] 

Pacific  Gas  and  Electric  Co. 

ORDER  authorizing  EXTENSION  OF  TIME  FOR 
ACCEPTANCE  OF  EXCHANGE  OFFER 

May  14,  1954. 

The  Commission  on  February  24,  1954, 
issued  its  order  (Holding  Company  Act 
Release  No.  12375)  granting  an  applica¬ 
tion  of  Pacific  Gas  and  Electric  Com¬ 
pany  (“PG&E”),  an  exempt  holding 
company,  regarding  the  acquisition  by 
PG&E  of  623,651  shares  (approximately 
84  percent)  of  the  common  stock  of 
Pacific  Public  Service  Company  (“PPS”) , 
also  an  exempt  holding  company,  from 
Blyth  &  Co.,  a  non-affiliate,  and  the  solic¬ 
itation  of  voluntary  exchanges  of  the 
remaining  shares  of  PPS  common  stock 
and  the  preferred  stocks  of  PPS  and 
Coast  Counties  Gas  and  Electric  Com¬ 
pany  (“Coast  Counties’’),  a  public- 
utility  subsidiary  of  PPS,  The  offer 
made  to  the  holders  of  the  PPS  and 
Coast  Counties  preferred  stocks  gave 
them  their  choice  of  receiving  either 
0.7  share  of  PG&E  common  stock  for 
each  share  of  preferred  stock,  or  one 
share  of  PG&E  5  percent  Redeemable 
Ffirst  Preferred  Stock  ($25  par  value) 
for  each  share  of  PPS  preferred  stock, 
0.8  share  of  PG&E  5  percent  Redeemable 
First  Preferred  Stock  ($25  par  value)  for 
each  share  of  Coast  Counties  Series  A 
4  percent  cumulative  preferred  stock, 
and  one  full  share  of  PG&E  4.80  percent 
Redeemable  First  Preferred  Stock  ($25 
par  value)  for  each  share  of  Coast  Coun¬ 
ties  Series  B  4.80  percent  cumulative 
preferred  stock. 

The  Commission  on  April  28,  1954,  is¬ 
sued  its  Order  (Holding  Company  Act 
Release  No.  12478)  granting  a  request  of 
PG&E  to  extend  the  period  for  ex¬ 
changing  shares  of  PPS  common  stock 
for  PG&E  common  stock  from  April  28, 
1954  to  May  28,  1954,  although  no  re¬ 
quest  was  made  at  that  time  to  extend 
the  period  for  exchanging  the  preferred 
stocks  of  PPS  and  Coast  Counties. 

PG&E  has  advised  that,  pursuant  to 
its  offer  of  exchange,  it  has  acquired 
88  percent  of  the  preferred  stock  of  PPS 
and  95  percent  of  the  Series  A  and  93 
percent  of  the  Series  B  preferred  stocks 
of  Coast  Counties,  and  that  some  holders 
of  the  PPS  and  Coast  Comities  preferred 
stocks  were  unable  to  tender  their  cer¬ 
tificates  to  PG&E  prior  to  the  termina¬ 
tion  of  the  exchange  period  and  that  it 


desires  to  complete  all  of  the  requested 
exchanges. 

PG&E  has  requested  that  it  be  author¬ 
ized  to  extend  the  period  for  exchanging 
the  preferred  stocks  of  PPS  and  Coast 
Counties,  which  expired  at  the  close  of 
business  on  April  28,  1954,  to  the  close  of 
business  on  May  28,  1954.  PG&E  states 
that  after  April  28,  1954,  however,  it  will 
execute  exchanges  only  for  PG&E  com¬ 
mon  stock  at  the  exchange  ratio  hereto¬ 
fore  used,  namely  0.7  share  of  PG&E 
common  stock  for  each  share  of  PPS  and 
Coast  Counties  preferred  stocks. 

The  Commission  having  considered 
such  request,  and  finding  that  it  is  ap¬ 
propriate  in  the  public*  interest  and  the 
interest  of  investors  and  consumers  to 
grant  said  request: 

.  It  is  hereby  ordered.  That  the  request 
of  PG&E  to  extend  the  period  for  ex¬ 
changing  shares  of  PPS  and  Coast  Coun¬ 
ties  preferred  stocks  for  shares  of  PG&E 
common  stock  be,  and  the  same  hereby 
is,  granted. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[P,  R.  Doc.  54-8878;  Piled.  May  19,  1954; 

8:47  a.  m.] 


[Pile  Nos.  54-72,  54-104,  54-105,  54-169,  51- 
173,  54-191,  54-199,  54-204,  54-209) 

Standard  Power  and  Light  Corp.  et  al, 

ORDER  approving  AND  RELEASING  JURISDIC¬ 
TION  WITH  RESPECT  TO  CERTAIN  FEES  AND 
EXPENSES  AND  NOTICE  OF  FILING  AND 
ORDER  FOR  HEARINGS  CONCERNING  OTHER 
REQUESTS  FOR  ALLOWANCES  IN  CONNEC¬ 
TION  WITH  SECTION  11  (e)  PLANS 

May  14,  1954. 

In  the  matter  of  Standard  Power  and 
Light  Corporation,  Standard  Gas  and 
Electric  Company,  Philadelphia  Com¬ 
pany,  Market  Street  Railway  Company, 
Pile  Nos.  54-72,  54-104,  54-105,  54-169, 
54-173,  54-191,  54^199,  54-204,  54-209. 

I.  ’The  above-entitled  proceedings  in¬ 
volve  plans  filed  pursuant  to  section  11 
(e)  of  the  Public  Utility  Holding  Com¬ 
pany  Act  of  1935  (“act”)  to  enable  the 
system  of  the  Standard  Power  and  Light 
Corporation,  a  registered  holding  com¬ 
pany,  to  effectuate  compliance  with  sec¬ 
tion  11  (b)  of  the  act.  Included  among 
such  plans  are  three  plans  (“Old  Plans”) 
filed  in  1944  and  1945  which,  although 
approved  by  the  Commission,  were  sub¬ 
sequently  withdrawn  and  superseded  by 
others  (“New  Plans”).  In  each  of  the 
proceedings  orders  have  been  entered  by 
the  Commission  reserving  jurisdiction 
with  respect  to  the  fees  and  expenses 
paid  or  to  be  paid  by  the  several  com¬ 
panies  concerned  with  these  plans  for 
services  rendered  in  connection  there¬ 
with  and  related  proceedings. 

Pursuant  to  notice  previously  given  by 
the  Commission  applications  for  allow¬ 
ances  or  approval  of  amounts  already 
paid  to  various  participants  were  filed 
with  the  Commission.  Subsequently,  as 
a  first  step  in  fixing  the  ultimate  proce- 
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dure  to  be  followed  with  respect  to  such 
applications  and  as  an  aid  to  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  determining  what  fees  and 
expenses  it  should  ultimately  approve, 
the  Commission  decided  it  to  be  neces¬ 
sary  or  appropriate  in  the  public  interest 
or  for  the  protection  of  investors  or  con¬ 
sumers  to  enter  an  order  dated  December 
23,  1953  (Holding  Company  Act  Release 
No.  12272),  under  the  authority  con¬ 
ferred  by  section  11  (f)  of  the  act,  re¬ 
quiring  that  the  companies  concerned 
with  these  plans  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  either  jointly  or  severally,  a  report 
or  reports  setting  forth  in  a  manner  so 
as  to  indicate  the  proposed  allocation 
thereof  among  such  companies  and  their 
subsidiary  companies,  including  those 
formerly  in  the  system,  as  the  case  may 
be: 

( 1 )  The  amounts  of  fees  and  expenses 
claimed  by  the  respective  applicants  for 
services  rendered  in  connection  with  such 
proceedings; 

(2)  The  amounts  of  fees  and  expenses 
which  the  paying  company  had  already 
paid  or  would  be  prepared  to  pay  without 
modification ; 

(3)  The  amounts  of  fees  and  expenses. 

If  any,  which  each  company  would  be 
willing  to  pay  and  which  the  claimants 
after  negotiation  with  the  company  or 
companies  involved  were  willing  to  ac¬ 
cept;  and 

(4)  In  cases  W'here  such  negotiations 
had  been  unsuccessful,  the  amounts  of 
fees  and  expenses  which  each  company 
considered  to  be  reasonable  and  which  it 
would  be  willing  to  pay. 

In  accordance  with  the  Commission’s 
order  of  December  23,  1953,  Standard 
Power  and  Light  Corporation,  Standard 
(jras  and  Electric  Company,  and  Market 
Street  Railway  Company  have  filed  re¬ 
ports  and  supplements  thereto  indicating 
the  amounts  of  fees  and  expenses,  if  any, 
which  each  company  has  paid  or  is  will¬ 
ing  to  pay  to  certain  claimants,  herein¬ 
after  named  in  Table  I,  who,  in  all  cases, 
after  negotiation  with  the  company  or 
companies  involved,  have  indicated  a 
willingness  to  consider  the  amounts  re¬ 
ceived  or  the  amounts  the  company  is 
willing  to  pay  as  settlement  in  full  of 
their  claims  for  compensation  and  re¬ 
imbursement  of  expenses  for  services 
rendered  in  these  proceedings ;  and  such 
claimants  have  indicated  in  their  appli¬ 
cations  or  amendments  thereto  their 
willingness  to  abide  by  such  settlements. 

The  Commission  having  considered  the 
applications  filed  by  such  claimants  and 
the  amounts  agreed  upon,  as  aforesaid; 
and  being  of  the  opinion  that  the  allow¬ 
ances  hereinafter  itemized  in  Table  I  are 
reasonable  and  are  for  necessai-y  services, 
and  that  an  order  should  be  entered  ap¬ 
proving  and  directing  the  payment 
thereof : 

It  is  ordered.  That  the  applications  for 
allowances  for  services  and  reimburse¬ 
ment  of  expenses,  in  the  following 
amounts  and  to  the  persons  named,  be, 
and  hereby  afe,  approved,  and  the  re¬ 
spective  companies,  as  indicated,  are  di¬ 
rected  to  pay  such  amounts  to  the  extent 
any  portion  thereof  has  not  heretofore 
been  paid : 

No.  98 - 8 


Table  I 

PAVABL*  BT  STANDARD  POWER  it  LIGHT  CORP, 


Recipient  or  appliesint 

Fees 

Expenses 

Old  plans! 

Seibert  &  RiRfts,  company  counsel _  ... _ 

$20, 000.  00 
2. 000.  (K) 
4,  (MM).  (Kl 
20,000.00 

50. 000.  00 
105,  (MX).  00 
13, 982.  50 
6,  745. 00 

$3. 073. 70 

H.  Preston  Coiirsen,  wempany  counsel  '  ___  _  -  _  _  . 

lA)eb  &  F:am«.s,  company  financial  aelvi.ser . . . . 

Fidgar  J.  SchexiU,  counsel  for  c'ertain  holders  of  company’s  $7  preferred  ste)ck.._. 
New  plans: 

Seibert  (V  Ripp.s,  company  coiin.sel  . . . ....  .  , 

2,  235.  61 

.5. 602. 38 
3, 367.  97 
398.  13 
39. 34 
373.56 

86.  85 

1,835.60 

Oeor(?e  Rasier,  company  counsel _ _ _ _ _ _ 

E.  Ralph  Sterlinp,  company  financial  ad vise'r _  .  . 

Carl  C.  Brown,  company  financial  adviser _ _ .... 

Committee  for  $7  preferred  stock,  Leo  Strauss,  chairman . . 

Ketiremi'iit  of  company’s  $7  preferred  stock:  E.  Ralph  Sterling,  comiiany 
financial  adviser . 

6,  268.  75 

22. 000.00 

Liquidation  and  dissolution  plan  of  Market  Street  Railway  Co.:  Seibert  & 
Riggs,  coun.s<'l  for  Standard  Power  Light  Corp  _ ,,  _ _ _ 

Total _  --  .  _ _  _  _ _ _ 

247, 9%.  25 

17,013. 14 

PAYABLE  BY  STANDARD  GAS  A  EI.WTRIC  CO. 


Old  plans: 

A.  lAiuis  Flynn,  company  coun.sel _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 

$1.30,  CXIO.  00 
67.  .500. 00 
56, 376. 00 

1  210.000.00 
*  55, 000.  00 

19.5#000.  00 
77. 500. 00 
I.IXX).  00 
1,000.00 

$8,424.11 
8.  .390  15 
10, 356. 06 

«  14,  484.  20 
*  1,  487. 01 

30,  273.  94 
5,  474.  52 

Javits  A  Javits,  company  counsel. . . . . . . . 

J.  Samuel  Uartt,  company  consulting  engineer _ _ _ _ _ _ 

New  plans: 

Mudge,  Stem,  Williams  A  Tucker,  company  counst'l _ _ _ _ _ 

W.  C.  Gilman  A  Co.,  company  financial  advist'r.. _ _ _ 

$7  and  $6  prior  preferenci'  stock  committee: 

Dallstream,  Schiff,  Hardin,  Waite  A  I lorschel,  counsel.. _ _ _ 

Ewing  I.aporte,  special  coumsel . . . . . 

Morris,  Steel,  Nichols  A  Arsht,  siiecial  counst'l . . . 

John  P.  W'agner,  chairaian... . . . . . . . 

1 1,  ,5.50.  96 
,5.50.  (Xt 
1,0.50.  (XI 
.50.  (X) 
1,000.00 

John  H.  Harmon,  member. . . . . . . . . . . . 

Edward  M.  Goemans,  membt'r . . . . . . 

JoViett  Shou.se,  memlx'r . . . 

Checker  Cab  Co.,  advance  of  funds . . . 

$4  preferred  stock  committee:  v 

Martin  W.  Haveniiort,  financial  adviser* . . T . . 

1.5.(H)0.00 
13.  (XX).  00 
7.  (XX).  (X) 
1.875.00 

76, 000. 00 
46, 000.  00 

1  6,  2.50.  00 

Charles  Tatham,  Jr.,  financial  extiert  * . . . 

W'.  Fairfield  Peterson,  chairman  and  financial  advist'r . 

4,  779.  .55 

Homer  J.  Belanger,  member . . . . . . . . . 

Common  stock  committe*': 

I>«'0  B.  Mittelman,  counsel . . 

8,a39.  11 
775.88 

Mark  Wolff,  chairman . . . 

James  F.  McN'iimara.  member . . .! . . . 

E.  Stanley  Marks,  member . ' . . . . . . 

9.58,  .501. 00 

106,  685.  49 

PAYABLE  BY  PKII.ADEI.PHI A  CO. 


New  jdans; 

I  $23.5,  noo.  no 

1.  .5(X).  (X) 

•  $14.  .542. 14 
l(X).  (XI 

*  5.5,  (XXI.  (X) 

*881.09 

A.  H.  Gordon,  company  financial  exix'rt . 

Holders  of  preferred  stock  of  the  Consolidated  G:ks  Co.  of  the  City  of  Pitts- 

4,  (XX).  (K) 

4,  .500.  00 

12:1.  94 

C  ix'rcent  t?referred  stock  comniittct': 

16.5,  (XXI.  no 

1.3. 23.3. 00 

31,000.00 

4,  2  iO.  45 

[  5. 000.  00 

Samuel  B.  Jones,  member . . . . . . . 

- .... 

1 

J.  W’.  Giesecke,  holder  of  6  iiercent  preferrt'tl  sttK'k: 

5, 6(X).  (X) 

1.  4.39.  99 

2.50.  (X) 

Carl  K.  Dauten,  financial  advist'r  and  exiX'rt . . 

$5  prt'ferrt'tl  stock  committee; 

6.50.  (XI 

4  rtfiii  (XI 

1,  (XXI.  (XI 

25.  (XI 

2.50.  (X) 

Public  bolders  '.if  t'ommon  stock  cominiltt't'; 

28,  .'•(X).  00 
4,  (XX).  (X) 

1.  769.  24 
10:^67 

3,  1(X).  (X) 

480.  97 

Luurt'iicx'  S.  Knamx'n,  financial  'advist'r  and  exp'rt . . . 

1,87.5.  (X) 

2(X).  (X) 

6.5.  (X) 

Sale  of  Ct'irtral  Office  Building; 

9. 000.  00 
‘2,  .5(X).  (XI 

1  0,52  14 

Total  . 

.585,  375.  00 

39,  725.  23 

1 

PAYABLE  BY  IXfyfESNE  LIGHT  CO. 

Sale  of  Central  Office  Building; 

$9.  000.  fX) 

.5,  UX).  (XI 

$•227.  43 

Total  . . 

lt,(XXI.(X) 

‘227.  43 

■  •  For  service's  and  exiienses  to  June  1,  IM-J. 

>  For  service's  and  exix'nse's  to  De'c.  31,  1952. 

•  The.se'  applicants  have'  here'tofore  tx'e'n  reiinhiirfied  hy  other  aptelie'ants  for  their  cxtx'iiscs  in  the  amounts  of  ^jO.G2 
and  $201.47,  re'Stx'Ctively,  auei  reque'st  aieiuoval  of  the  amounts  recvivi'el. 
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Table  I— Continued 
PAYABLE  BT  UABKET  STREET  RAILWAY  CO. 


Recipient  or  applicant 

Fees 

Expenses 

HqiiWlafion  and  (1i<»oliition  plan*  T>oii(rla<w  Newman,  comiiany  counsel  _ 

$25, 000.  00 

$286.47 

1,830,872.26 

164, 050. 76 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  jurisdiction  heretofore  reserved  with  respect  to 
the  allowances  herein  approved  be,  and  hereby  is,  released. 

II.  Standard  Power  and  Light  Corporation,  Standard  Gas  and  Electric  Corpora¬ 
tion  and  Market  Street  Railway  Company  having  advised  the  Commission,  pursuant 
to  the  aforesaid  order  of  December  23,  1953,  that  no  agreements  have  been  reached 
with  respect  to  certain  claimants  who  have  requested  allowances  of  fees  and  ex¬ 
penses  for  services  alleged  to  have  been  rendered  in  connection  with  the  above- 
entitled  proceedings. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  applications  for  the  allowance  of  fees  and  reimburse¬ 
ment  of  expenses  have  been  filed  by  the  following  persons  and  in  the  following 
amounts: 

Table  II 


Name  and  capacity  * 


Fees 


Expenses 


Plan  for  liquidation  and  dLssolution  of  Market  Street  Railway  Co.: 

Flynn,  Ckirkin  A  Hansen,  counsid  for  Standard  Oas  &  Electric  Co . . 

William  J.  Copui,  coimsel  for  committee  for  prior  preference  stockholders  of 

Market  Street  Railway . . . 

Old  and  new  plans  of  Standard  Power  LiRlit  A  Corp.: 

Aaron,  Aaron,  ScHlnherc  A  Hess,  counsfd  for  committee  for  $7  preferred  stock 

of  Standard  Power  A  Lifdit  Corp . - . 

Oates,  Ijevit  A  Notkins,  counsel  for  certain  common  stockholders  of  Standard 

Power  A  Light  Corp  . . . . 

I.  T.  Flatto,  a  holder  of  $7  imderred  stock  of  Standard  Power  A  Light  Corp _ 

Old  and  new  plans  of  Standard  Oas  A  Electric  Co.: 

Claude  Pearce,  a  holder  of  prior  pnden-noe  and  $4  prefc'rred  stock  of  Standard 

Oas  A  Electric  Co . 

Oiiggenhelmer  A  Untermyer . . . . . 

Oiiggenhelmer,  Untermyer,  Ooodrich  A  ^mnim . . . . 

Connolly,  Cooch  A  Rove,  coimst'l  for  the  Johnson  group  of  preferred  stockholders 
of  Standard  Oas  A  Electric  Co.;  counsel  for  Standard  Oas  A  Electric  Co.; 
eoiinsi  l  for  the  committee*  for  the  $4  preferred  stock  of  Standard  Oas  A  Electric 
Co _ _ _ _ 


$38,500.00 
67,  500. 00 

22,500.00 

30.000.00 

5,000.00 

(*) 

3,  500, 000. 00 


$3, 960. 06 
12, 360. 00 

6, 236.  40 
956.53 

'  (*) 

9, 327.  52 


I  The  claims  for  compensation  and  reimburs<'ment  of  expenses  are  sought  to  be  paid  from  the  estates  of  the  respec¬ 
tive  companies  Indieited  in  the  Millions  except  with  respc'ct  to  the  claim  of  Flynu,  Clerkin  A  Hansen  which  is 
directed  to  Standard  Oas  A  Electric  Co. 

*  No  siiecific  amounts  indicatc'd. 


It  appearing  to  the  Commission  that 
It  is  appropriate  in  the  public  interest 
and  in  the  interest  of  investors  that 
hearings  be  held  with  respect  to  the  ap¬ 
plications  set  forth  in  Table  II: 

It  is  ordered.  That  a  hearing  on  the 
applications  filed  by  Aaron,  Aaron, 
Schimberg  &  Hess;  Gates,  Levitt  &  Not¬ 
kins;  and  I.  T.  Flatto  be  convened  on 
June  14,  1954;  that  a  hearing  on  the 
applications  filed  by  Flynn,  Clerkin  & 
Hansen  and  William  J.  Cogan  be  con¬ 
vened  on  June  17, 1954;  and  that  a  hear¬ 
ing  on  the  applications  filed  by  Claude 
Pearce  and  Guggenheimer  &  Unter¬ 
myer,  et  al.  be  convened  on  June  21, 1954, 
all  such  hearings  to  commence  at  10 
a.  m.,  e.  d.  s.  t.,  at  the  office  of  the  Com¬ 
mission,  425  Second  Street  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington  25,  D.  C.  On  such  dates  the 
hearing  room  clerk  in  Room  193  will  ad¬ 
vise  as  to  the  room  in  which  the  respec¬ 
tive  hearings  will  be  held.  Any  person 
who  is  not  already  a  party,  or  who  has 
not  been  granted  leave  to  participate  in 
the  above -entitled  proceedings,  who  de¬ 
sires  to  be  heard  or  otherwise  wishes  to 
participate  in  any  of  such  hearings  shall 
file  with  the  Secretary  of  this  Commis¬ 
sion  on  or  before  June  9,  1954,  a  requ'est 
relative  thereto  as  provided  in  Rule  XVII 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  William  W. 
Swift  or  any  other  ofiQcer  or  officers  of 
the  Commission  designated  by  it  for  that 
purpose  shall  preside  at  such  hearings- 
The  officer  or  officers  so  designated  to 


preside  at  such  hearings  is  and  are  here¬ 
by  authorized  to  exercise  all  powers 
granted  to  the  Commission  under  sec¬ 
tion  18  (c)  of  the  act  and  to  a  hearing 
officer  under  the  Commission’s  rules  of 
practice. 

The  Division  of  Corporate  Regulation 
of  the  Commission  having  advised  the 
Commission  that  it  has  made  a  prelimi¬ 
nary  examination  of  said  applications 
set  forth  in  Table  II  and  on  the  basis 
thereof,  the  following  matters  and  ques¬ 
tions  are  presented  for  consideration 
without  prejudice,  however,  to  the  pres¬ 
entation  of  additional  matters  and 
questions  for  examination: 

1.  Whether  the  services  and  disburse¬ 
ments  for  which  remuneration  is  sought 
are  compensable  out  of  the  estates  in¬ 
volved  and  whether  it  is  lawful  or  ap¬ 
propriate  to  grant  any  allowances  for 
fees  and  expenses  to  the  persons  mak¬ 
ing  such  claims. 

2.  Whether  the  requested  amounts  for 
fees  and  expenses  were  incurred  in  ren¬ 
dering  services  which  were  necessary  in 
connection  with  the  reorganization 
plans  involved  and  whether  the  re¬ 
quested  amounts  are  reasonable  and,  if 
not,  what  amounts  should  be  fixed  by 
the  Commission. 

3.  Whether  there  are  any  other  fac¬ 
tors  apart  from  the  nature  and  value 
of  the  services  rendered  and  the  capac¬ 
ity  in  which  rendered  which  would  make 
any  of  the  requests  for  compensation  or 
reimburstment  improper. 


It  is  further  ordered.  That  particular 
attention  be  directed  at  said  hearings 
to  the  foregoing  matters  and  questions. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Commission  shall  serve  a 
copy  of  this  order,  by  registered  mail, 
on  Standard  Power  and  Light  Corpora¬ 
tion.  Standard  Gas  and  Electric  Com¬ 
pany,  Philadelphia  Company,  Duquesne 
Light  Company,  and  Market  Street  Rail¬ 
way  Company  and  on  the  applicants 
herein,  that  notice  of  the  entry  of  this 
order  shall  be  given  to  all  other  persons 
by  general  release  of  the  Commis.sion, 
which  shall  be  distributed  to  the  press 
and  mailed  to  the  mailing  list  for  re¬ 
leases  issued  under  the  Public  Utility 
Holding  Company  Act  of  1935,  and  by 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

IF.  R.  Doc.  54-3877;  Filed,  May  19,  1954; 

8:46  a.  m.] 


(FUe  No.  70-3184] 

West  Penn  Electric  Co.  and  Potomac 
Edison  Co. 

ORDER  GRANTING  EXTENSION  OF  TIME  FOR 

CARRYING  OUT  PROPOSED  TRANSACTION 

May  14,  1954. 

The  Commission,  on  March  4.  1954, 
issued  its  order  (Holding  Company  Act 
Release  No.  12389),  approving  the  trans¬ 
fer  by  The  West  Penn  Electric  Company 
(“West  Penn”),  a  registered  holding 
company,  of  the  common  stock  of  White 
Star  Lines,  Inc.,  a  non-utility  subsidiary 
of  West  Penn,  to  The  Potomac  Edison 
Company  (“Potomac”),  a  public -utility 
subsidiary  of  West  Penn.  The  period 
during  which  said  proposed  transaction 
shall  be  carried  out  expired  on  May  3, 
1954,  pursuant  to  Rule  U-24  (c)  (1)  of 
the  general  rules  and  regulations  promul¬ 
gated  under  the  Public  Utility  Holding 
Company  Act  of  1935. 

West  Penn  and  Potomac  have  filed  a 
joint  request  for  an  extension  of  180  days 
from  May  20,  1954,  of  the  period  during 
which  such  transaction  may  be  consum¬ 
mated.  In  support  of  this  request,  they 
advise  that  a  requisite  order  of  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission  (“ICC”) 
approving  the  transaction  will  not  be¬ 
come  effective  until  May  20,  1954,  and 
that  the  period  for  carrying  out  the 
transaction  under  the  order  of  the  ICC 
will  terminate  180  days  thereafter. 

The  Commission  having  considered 
said  request  and  the  reasons  submitted 
in  support  thereof,  and  deeming  it  ap¬ 
propriate  to  grant  such  request: 

It  is  hereby  ordered.  That  the  period 
during  which  The  West  Penn  Electric 
Company  may  transfer  the  common  stock 
of  White  Star  Lines,  Inc.,  to  'The  Poto¬ 
mac  Edison  Company  be,  and  the  same 
hereby  is,  extended  to  November  16, 1954. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

IP.  R.  Doc.  54-3880;  Filed,  May  19,  1954; 

8:47  a.  m.] 
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[Pile  No.  70-3249] 

KoRTH  American  Co.  and  60  Broadway 
Building  Corp. 

notice  of  filing  of  appucation-dbclara- 
tion  regarding  dissolution  of  a  non¬ 
utility  SUBSIDIARY  AND  SALE  OF  ITS 
assets 

May  14.  1954. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  The  North 
American  Company  (“North  American”), 
a  registered  holding  company,  and  its 
wholly  owned  non-utility  subsidiary  60 
Broadway  Building  Corporation  (“Build¬ 
ing  Corporation”),  have  filed  a  joint  ap¬ 
plication-declaration  pursuant  to  the 
Public  Utility  Holding  Company  Act  of 
1935  (“act”),  designating  sections  9  (a), 
10. 12  (c)  and  12  (f )  of  the  act  and  Rules 
U-42,  U-43,  and  U-44  as  applicable  to 
proposed  transactions  which  are  sum¬ 
marized  as  follows: 

Building  Corpwration,  a  wholly-owned 
subsidiary  of  North  American  will  be 
liquidated  and  dissolved  and  its  assets, 
including  land  and  an  oflBce  building 
located  in  New  York  City,  will  be  dis¬ 
tributed  to  North  American,  subject  to 
the  assumption  by  North  American  of 
any  liabilities  of  Building  Corporation. 
North  American  in  turn  proposes  to  sell 
said  land  and  office  building  to  The 
Hanover  Bank  of  New  York  City.  The 
purchase  price  to  be  paid  for  said  land 
and  building  is  $3,100,000.  Building 
Corporation  has  outstanding  a  3’L.  per¬ 
cent  promissory  note  in  the  amount  of 
$912,500  held  by  The  Hanover  Bank 
which  will  be  satisfied  by  North  American 
prior  to  the  sale. 

Expenses  incident  to  the  transactions 
are  estimated  at  $14,410  consisting  of 
$10,000  legal  fees  to  be  paid  to  Sullivan 
&  Cromwell,  Federal  stamp  tax  in  the 
amount  of  $3,410  and  $1,000  of  miscel¬ 
laneous  expenses. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  in¬ 
terested  person  may,  not  later  than 
May  27,  1954,  at  5:30  p.  m..  request  the 
Commission  in  writing  that  a  hearing 
be  held  on  such  matter,  stating  the  rea¬ 
sons  for  such  request,  the  nature  of  his 
interest  and  the  issues  of  fact  or  law 
raised  by  said  filing  which  he  desires  to 
controvert,  or  may  request  that  he  be 
notified  if  the  Commission  should  order 
a  hearing  thereon.  Any  such  request 
should  be  addressed:  Secretary,  Secu¬ 
rities  and  Exchange  Commission,  425 
Second  Street  NW.,  Washington  25,  D.  C. 
At  any  time  after  said  date,  said  joint 
application-declaration,  as  filed  or  as 
amended,  may  be  granted  and  permitted 
to  become  effective,  as  provided  in  Rule 
U-23  of  the  rules  and  regulations  pro¬ 
mulgated  under  the  act  or  the  Commis¬ 
sion  may  exempt  such  transactions  as 
provided  in  Rules  U-20  (a)  and  U-100 
thereof. 

By  the  Commission. 

tsEAL]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

(P.  R.  Doc.  54-3879;  Filed,  May  19.  1954; 

8:47  a.  m.] 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[No.  31504] 

Tennessee  Intrastate  Express  Rates 
AND  Charges 

NOTICE  OF  investigation  AND  HEARING 

At  a  session  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Division  1,  held  at  its 
office  in  Washington,  D.  C.,  on  the  11th 
day  of  May  A.  D.  1954. 

It  appearing  that  on  January  25,  1954, 
the  Railway  Express  Agency,  Incorpo¬ 
rated,  an  express  company  transporting 
express  matter  as  a  common  carrier  in 
interstate  commerce,  principally  by  rail¬ 
road,  operating  to,  from  and  between 
points  in  the  State  of  Tennessee,  filed  a 
petition,  and  on  May  4,  1954,  filed  an 
amendment  thereto,  averring  that  in 
Ex  Parte  No.  185,  Increased  Express 
Rates  and  Charges,  1953,  289  I.  C.  C. 
249,  this  Commission  authorized  certain 
increases  in  interstate  express  rates  and 
charges,  and  revision  in  classification 
provisions,  throughout  the  United  States, 
that  increases  under  such  authorizations 
have  been  made,  and  that  the  Railroad 
and  Public  Utilities  Commission  of  Ten¬ 
nessee  has  refused  to  authorize  or  permit 
said  petitioner  to  apply  to  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  express  matter  moving  in¬ 
trastate  by  railroad  in  the  State  of 
Tennessee,  increases  in  rates  and  charges 
corresponding  to  those  approved  for  in¬ 
terstate  application  in  the  proceeding 
cited  above,  such  refusal  being  in  the 
manner  and  to  the  extent  alleged  in  the 
said  petition  of  January  25,  1954,  as 
amended; 

It  further  appearing  that  said  peti¬ 
tioner  alleges  that  the  intrastate  express 
rates  and  charges  which  it  is  required 
to  maintain  for  the  transportation  of 
property  moving  intrastate  by  railroad 
in  Tennessee  as  a  result  of  such  refusal 
by  the  Railroad  and  Public  Utilities  Com¬ 
mission  of  Tennessee,  cause  undue  and 
unreasonable  advantage,  preference,  and 
prejudice  as  between  persons  and  local¬ 
ities  in  intrastate  commerce,  on  the  one 
hand,  and  interstate  commerce,  on  the 
other  hand,  and  undue,  unreasonable, 
and  unjust  discrimination  against  inter¬ 
state  and  foreign  commerce,  in  violation 
of  section  13  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act; 

It  further  appearing  that  the  petition 
brings  in  issue  express  rates  and  charges 
made  or  imposed  by  authority  of  the 
State  of  Tennessee; 

And  it  further  appearing  that  the  rail¬ 
road  and  Public  Utilities  Commission  of 
Tennessee,  on  February  11,  1954,  filed  a 
reply  to  said  petition; 

It  is  ordered.  That  in  response  to  the 
said  petition  an  investigation  be,  and  it 
is  hereby,  instituted,  and  that  a  hearing 
be  held  therein  for  the  purpose  of  receiv¬ 
ing  evidence  from  the  respondent  here¬ 
inafter  designated  and  any  other  persons 
interested,  to  determine  whether  the  ex¬ 
press  rates  and  charges  of  the  Railway 
Express  Agency.  Incorporated,  between 
points  in  Tennessee,  made  or  imposed  by 
authority  of  the  State  of  Tennessee, 
cause,  or  will  cause,  by  reason  of  the 


failure  of  such  rates  and  charges  to  in¬ 
clude  increases  corresponding  to  those 
permitted  by  this  Commission  for  inter¬ 
state  traffic  in  said  Ex  Parte  No.  185, 
Increased  Express  Rates  and  Charges, 
1953,  supra,  undue  or  unreasonable  ad¬ 
vantage,  preference,  or  prejudice  be¬ 
tween  persons  or  localities  in  intrastate 
commerce,  on  the  one  hand,  and  inter¬ 
state  or  foreign  commerce,  on  the  other 
hand,  or  any  undue,  unreasonable,  or 
unjust  discrimination  against  interstate 
or  foreign  commerce,  and  to  determine 
what  express  rates  and  charges,  or  what 
maximum  or  minimum,  or  maximum 
and  minimum  express  rates  and  charges, 
shall  be  prescribed  to  remove  the  unlaw¬ 
ful  advantage,  preference,  or  discrimina¬ 
tion,  if  any,  that  may  be  found  to  exist; 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  Rail- 
W'ay  Express  Agency.  Incorporated,  be, 
and  it  is  hereby,  made  respondent  to 
this  proceeding;  that  a  copy  of  this  order 
be  served  upon  said  respondent;  and 
that  the  State  of  Tennessee  be  notified 
of  this  proceeding  by  sending  copies  of 
this  order  and  of  said  petitions  by  regis¬ 
tered  mail  to  the  Governor  of  the  said 
State  and  to  the  Railroad  and  Public 
Utilities  Commission  of  Tennessee  at 
Nashville,  Tenn.; 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  notice  of 
this  proceeding  be  given  to  the  public 
by  depositing  a  copy  of  this  order  in  the 
office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  at  Washington,  D.  C.  for  public  in¬ 
spection,  and  by  filing  a  copy  with  the 
Director,  Division  of  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister,  Washington,  D.  C.; 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  this 
proceeding  be,  and  the  same  is  hereby, 
assigned  for  hearing  June  21,  1954,  at 
9:30  o’clock  a.  m.,  U.  S.  Standard  Time 
(or  9:30  a.  m.  local  daylight  saving  time, 
if  that  time  is  observed),  at  the  rooms 
of  the  Railroad  and  Public  Utilities 
Commission  of  Tennessee,  Nashville, 
Tenn.,  before  Examiner  Stecher. 

By  the  Commission,  Division  1. 

[SEAL]  George  W.  Laird, 

Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  54-3888;  Filed.  May  19,  1954; 

8:48  a.  m.] 


[No,  31505] 

Florida  Intrastate  Express  Rates  and 
Charges 

NOTICE  OF  investigation  AND  HEARING 

At  a  session  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Division  1,  held  at  its 
office  in  Washington,  D,  C.,  on  the  11th 
day  of  May  A.  D.,  1954. 

It  appearing  that  on  March  31,  1954, 
the  Railway  Express  Agency,  Incorpo¬ 
rated,  an  express  company  transporting 
express  matter  as  a  common  carrier  in 
interstate  commerce,  principally  by  rail¬ 
road,  operating  to,  from  and  between 
points  in  the  State  of  Florida,  filed  a  peti¬ 
tion,  and  on  April  27,  1954,  filed  an 
amendment  thereto,  averring  that  effec¬ 
tive  May  10,  1952,  it  made  certain  in¬ 
creases  in  its  interstate  rates  and 
charges,  and  that  in  Ex  Parte  No.  185, 
Increased  Express  Rates  and  Charges, 
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1953,  289  I.  C.  C.  249.  this  Commission 
authorized  certain  increases  in  interstate 
express  rates  and  charges,  and  revisions 
in  classification  provisions,  throughout 
the  United  States,  that  increases  under 
such  authorizations  have  been  made,  and 
that  the  Florida  Railroad  and  Public 
Utilities  Commission  has  failed  to  au¬ 
thorize  or  permit  said  petitioner  to  apply 
to  the  transportation  of  express  matter, 
moving  intrastate  by  railroad  in  the 
State  of  Florida,  increases  in  rates  and 
charges  corresponding  to  those  made  by 
it  on  May  10,  1952,  and  also  those  ap¬ 
proved  for  interstate  application  in  the 
proceeding  above  cited,  such  failure  be¬ 
ing  in  the  manner  and  to  the  extent  al¬ 
leged  in  the  said  petition  of  March  31, 

1954,  as  amended; 

It  further  appearing  that  the  peti¬ 
tioner  alleges  that  the  intrastate  express 
rates  and  charges  which  it  is  required  to 
maintain  for  the  transportation  of  prop¬ 
erty  moving  intrastate  by  railroad  in 
Florida  as  a  result  of  such  failure  of  the 
Florida  Railroad  and  Public  Utilities 
Commission,  cause  undue  and  unreason¬ 
able  advantage,  preference,  and  preju¬ 
dice  as  between  persons  and  localities  in 
intrastate  commerce,  on  the  one  hand, 
and  interstate  commerce  on  the  other 
hand,  and  undue,  unreasonable,  and  un¬ 
just  discrimination  against  interstate 
and  foreign  commerce,  in  violation  of 
section  13  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act; 

It  further  appearing  that  the  petition 
brings  in  issue  express  rates  and  charges 
made  or  imposed  by  authority  of  the 
State  of  Florida; 

And  it  further  appearing  that  the 
Florida  Railroad  and  Public  Utilities 
Commission,  on  April  15,  1954,  filed  an 
answer  to  said  petition,  and  in  view 
thereof  the  investigation  herein  insti¬ 
tuted,  responsive  to  the  requirements  of 
s^tion  13  of  the  act,  is  without  preju¬ 
dice  to  subsequent  appropriate  consid¬ 
eration,  on  their  merits,  of  the  argu¬ 
ments  made  in  said  reply; 

It  is  ordered.  That  in  response  to  the 
said  petition  an  investigation  be,  and  it 
is  hereby,  instituted,  and  that  a  hearing 
be  held  therein  for  the  purpose  of  re¬ 
ceiving  evidence  from  the  respondent 
hereinafter  designated  and  any  other 
persons  interested,  to  determine  whether 
the  express  rates  and  charges  of  the 
Railway  Express  Agency,  Incorporated, 
between  points  in  Florida,  made  or  im¬ 
posed  by  authority  of  the  State  of  Flor¬ 
ida,  cause,  or  will  cause,  by  reason  of 
the  failure  of  such  rates  and  charges  to 
include  increases  corresponding  to  those 
made  May  10,  1952,  and  those  permitted 
by  this  Commission  for  interstate  trafiBc 
in  said  Ex  Parte  No.  185,  Increased  Ex¬ 
press  Rates  and  Charges,  1953,  supra, 
undue  or  unreasonable  advantage,  pref¬ 
erence,  or  prejudice  between  persons  or 
localities  in  intrastate  commerce,  on  the 
one  hand,  and  interstate  or  foreign 
ctMnmerce,  on  the  other  hand,  or  any 
undue,  unreasonable  or  unjust  discrimi¬ 
nation  against  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce;  and  to  determine  what  ex¬ 
press  rates  and  charges,  or  what  maxi¬ 
mum  or  minimum,  or  maximum  and 
minimum  express  rates  and  charges 
shall  be  prescribed  to  remove  the  unlaw¬ 


ful  advantage,  preference,  or  discrimi¬ 
nation,  if  any,  that  may  be  found  to 
exist; 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  Rail¬ 
way  Express  Agency,  Incorporated,  be 
and  it  is  hereby,  made  respondent  to  this 
proceeding;  that  a  copy  of  this  order  be 
served  upon  said  respondent;  and  that 
the  State  of  Florida  be  notified  of  this 
proceeding  by  sending  copies  of  this  or¬ 
der  and  of  said  petition  by  registered 
mail  to  the  Governor  of  the  said  State 
and  to  the  Florida  Railroad  and  Public 
Utilities  Commission  at  Tallahassee, 
Fla.; 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  notice  of 
this  proceeding  be  given  to  the*  public  by 
depositing  a  copy  of  this  order  in  the 
office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  for  public  in¬ 
spection,  and  by  filing  a  copy  with  the 
Director,  Division  of  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter,  Washington,  D.  C; 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  this 
proceeding  be,  and  it  is  hereby,  assigned 
for  hearing  June  30, 1954,  at  9:30  o’clock 
a.  m.,  U.  S.  standard  time  (or  9:30  a.  m., 
local  daylight  saving  time,  if  that  time  is 
observed),  at  the  New  Mayflower  Hotel, 
Jacksonville,  Fla.,  before  Examiner 
Stecher. 

By  the  Commission,  Division  1. 

[SEAL]  George  W,  Laird, 

Secretary. 

IF.  R.  Doc.  64-3889;  Filed.  May  19,  1954; 

8:49  a.  m.J 


[Rev.  S.  O.  562,  Taylor’s  I.  C.  C.  Order  37] 

Missouri-Kansas-Texas  Railroad  Co. 

OF  Texas 

REROUTING  OR  DIVERSION  OF  TRAFFIC 

In  the  opinion  of  Charles  W.  Taylor, 
Agent,  the  Missouri-Kansas-Texas  Rail¬ 
road  Company  of  Texas,  due  to  bridge 
out  of  service  account  of  high  water,  is 
imable  to  transport  traffic  routed  over  its 
lines  between  Burkburnett,  Texas,  and 
Altus,  Oklahoma:  It  is  ordered.  That: 

(a)  Rerouting  traffic :  The  Missouri- 
Kansas-Texas  Railroad  Company  of 
Texas  is  hereby  authorized  to  reroute  or 
divert  traffic  moving  on  its  lines,  due  to 
bridge  out  of  service  account  high  water, 
over  any  available  route  to  expedite  the 
movement.  The  billing  covering  all  such 
cars  rerouted  shall  carry  a  reference  to 
this  order  as  authority  for  the  rerouting. 

(b)  Concurrence  of  receiving  roads  to 
be  obtained:  The  railroad  desiring  to 
divert  or  reroute  traffic  under  this  order 
shall  confer  with  the  proper  transpor¬ 
tation  officer  of  the  railroad  or  Railroads 
to  which  such  traffic  is  to  be  diverted  or 
rerouted,  and  shall  receive  the  concur¬ 
rence  of  such  other  railroads  before  the 
rerouting  or  diversion  is  ordered. 

(c)  Notification  to  shippers;  Each  car¬ 
rier  rerouting  cars  in  accordance  with 
this  order  shall  notify  each  shipper  at 
the  time  each  car  is  rerouted  or  diverted 
and  shall  furnish  to  such  shipper  the 
new  routing  provided  under  .this  order. 

(d)  Inasmuch  as  the  diversion  or  re¬ 
routing  of  traffic  by  said  Agent  is  deemed 
to  be  due  to  carrier’s  disability,  the  rates 
applicable  to  traffic  diverted  or  rerouted 


by  said  Agent  shall  be  the  rates  which 
were  applicable  at  the  time  of  shipment 
on  the  shipments  as  originally  routed. 

(e)  In  executing  the  directions  of  the 
Commission  and  of  such  Agent  pro¬ 
vided  for  in  this  order,  the  common 
carriers  involved  shall  proceed  even 
though  no  contracts,  agreements,  or  ar- 
rangements  now  exist  between  them  with 
reference  to  the  divisions  of  the  rates  of 
transportation  applicable  to  said  trafiSc; 
divisions  shall  be,  during  the  time  this 
order  remains  in  force,  those  voluntarily 
agreed  upon  by  and  between  said  car¬ 
riers;  or  upon  failure  of  the  carriers  to 
so  agree,  said  divisions  shall  be  those 
hereafter  fixed  by  the  Commission  in 
accordance  with  pertinent  authority 
conferred  upon  it  by  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act. 

(f)  Effective  date:  This  order  shall 
become  effective  at  3:00  p.  m..  May  14, 
1954.  • 

(g)  Expiration  date:  This  order  shall 
expire  at  11:59  p.  m..  May  31,  1954,  un¬ 
less  otherwise  modified,  changed,  sus¬ 
pended  or  annulled. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  this  order 
shall  be  served  upon  the  Association  of 
American  Railroads,  Car  Service  Divi¬ 
sion,  as  agent  of  all  railroads  subscribing 
to  the  car  service  and  per  diem  agree¬ 
ment-under  the  terms  of  that  agreement 
and  by  filing  it  with  the  Director,  Divi¬ 
sion  of  the  Federal  Register. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  May  14, 
1954. 

Interstate  Commerce 
Commission, 

Charles  W.  Taylor, 

Agent. 

(F.  R.  Doc.  54-3903;  Filed,  May  19,  1954; 

8:51  a.  m.] 


1 4th  Sec.  Application  29242] 

Naphthalene  From  Alabama  City  and 

Birmingham,  Ala.,  Group  to  Points  in 

Pennsylvania 

application  for  relief 

May  17,  1954. 

The  Commission  is  in  receipt  of  the 
above-entitled  and  numbered  application 
for  relief  from  the  long-and-short-haul 
provision  of  section  4  (1)  of  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Act. 

Filed  by;  R.  E.  Boyle,  Jr.,  Agent,  for 
carriers  parties  to  schedule  listed  below. 

Commodities  involved :  Naphthalene, 
crude,  in  carloads  and  tank-car  loads. 

From:  Birmingham,  Ala.,  and  points 
grouped  therewith,  and  Alabama  City, 
Ala. 

To:  Bridgeville,  Kobuta,  Pittsburgh, 
and  Pittsburgh  (West  End),  Pa. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Competition  with 
rail  carriers  and  circuitous  routes. 

Schedules  filed  containing  proposed 
rates:  C.  A.  Spaninger,  Agent,  1.  C.  C. 
No.  1324,  supp.  75. 

Any  interested  person  desiring  the 
Commission  to  hold  a  hearing  upon  such 
application  shall  request  the  Commission 
in  writing  so  to  do  within  15  days  from 
the  date  of  this  notice.  As  provided  by 
the  general  rules  of  practice  of  the  Com¬ 
mission,  Rule  73,  persons  other  than 
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Thursday,  May  20,  1954 

applicants  should  fairly  disclose  their 
Interest,  and  the  position  they  intend 
to  take  at  the  hearing  with  respect  to 
the  application.  Otherwise  the  Com¬ 
mission,  in  its  discretion,  may  proceed 
to  investigate  and  determine  the  matters 
involved  in  such  application  without 
further  or  formal  hearing.  If  because 
of  an  emergency  a  grant  of  temporary 
relief  is  found  to  be  necessary  before  the 
expiration  of  the  15-day  period,  a  hear¬ 
ing,  upon  a  request  filed  within  that 
period,  may  be  held  subsequently. 

By  the  Conimission. 

[SEALl  George  W.  Laird, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  54-3881;  Filed,  May  19,  1954; 

8:47  a.  m.f 


[4th  Sec.  Application  29243] 

Soda  Ash  From  Westvaco,  Wyo.,  to  - 
Joliet,  III. 

application  for  relief 

May  17,  1954. 

The  Commission  is  in  receipt  of  the 
above-entitled  and  numbered  applica¬ 
tion  for  relief  from  the  long-and-short- 
haul  provision  of  section  4  (1)  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

Piled  by:  W.  J.  Prueter,  Agent,  for  car¬ 
riers  parties  to  his  tariff  I.  C.  C.  No. 
A-3560. 

Commodities  involved:  Soda  ash 
(other  than  modified  soda  ash),  crude 
soda  sesqui  carbonate,  carloads. 

Prom;  Westvaco,  Wyo. 

To:  Joliet.  Ill. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Market  competi¬ 
tion. 

Any  interested  person  desiring  the 
Commission  to  hold  a  hearing  upon  such 
application  shall  request  the  Commis¬ 
sion  in  writing  so  to  do  within  15  days 
from  the  date  of  this  notice.  As  pro¬ 
vided  by  the  general  rules  of  practice  of 
the  Commission.  Rule  73,  persons  other 
than  applicants  should  fairly  disclose 
their  interest,  and  the  position  they  in¬ 
tend  to  take  at  the  hearing  with  respect 
to  the  application.  Otherwise  the  Com¬ 
mission,  in  its  discretion,  may  proceed  to 
investigate  and  determine  the  matters 
involved  in  such  application  without  fur¬ 
ther  or  formal  hearing.  If  because  of  an 
emergency  a  grant  of  temporary  relief 
is  found  to  be  necessary  before  the 
expiration  of  the  15-day  period,  a  hear¬ 
ing.  upon  a  request  filed  within  that 
period,  may  be  held  subsequently. 

By  the  Commission. 

fsEALl  George  W.  Laird, 

Secretary. 

IP  R  Doc.  54-3882;  Filed.  May  19.  1954; 
8:47  a.  m.] 


i 


[4th  Sec.  Application  29244] 

Motor -Rail  Rates  in  the  East; 
Substituted  Service 

application  for  relief 

May  17.  1954. 

Tile  Commission  is  in  receipt  of  the 
ibove-entitled  and  numbered  applica¬ 


tion  for  relief  from  the  long-and-short- 
haul  provision  of  section  4  (1).  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

Filed  by:  The  New  York,  New  Haven 
and  Hartford  Railroad  Company  and 
Emmott  Valley  Transportation  Co.,  Inc. 

Commodities  involved:  Semi-trailers, 
loaded  or  empty,  on  flat  cars. 

Between:  New  Haven,  Conn.,  or 
Springfield,  Mass.,  on  the  one  hand,  and 
Harlem  River,  N.  Y.,  Elizabeth  and  Edge- 
water,  N.  J.,  on  the  other. 

Grounds  for  relief;  Competition  with 
motor  carriers. 

Any  interested  person  desiring  the 
Commission  to  hold  a  hearing  upon  such 
application  shall  request  the  Commis¬ 
sion  in  writing  so  to  do  within  15  days 
from  the  date  of  this  notice.  As  provided 
by  the  general  rules  of  practice  of  the 
Commission,  Rule  73,  persons  other  than 
applicants  should  fairly  disclose  their 
interest,  and  the  position  they  intend  to 
take  at  the  hearing  with  respect  to  the 
application.  Otherwise  the  Commission, 
in  its  discretion,  may  proceed  to  investi¬ 
gate  and  determine  the  matters  involved 
in  such  application  without  further  or 
formal  hearing.  If  because  of  an  emer¬ 
gency  a  grant  of  temporary  relief  is  found 
lo  be  necessary  before  the  expiration  of 
the  15-day  period,  a  hearing,  upon  a  re¬ 
quest  filed  within  that  period,  may  be 
held  subsequently. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  George  W.  Laird, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  54-3883;  Filed.  May  19.  1954; 

8:48  a.  m.] 


[4th  Sec.  Application  29245] 

Vinyl  Acetate  From  Charleston,  W.  Va., 

TO  Hickory,  N.  C.  and  Knoxville, 

Tenn. 

application  for  relief 

May  17,  1954. 

The  Commission  is  in  receipt  of  the 
above-entitled  and  numbered  applica¬ 
tion  for  relief  from  the  long-and-short- 
haul  provision  of  section  4  (1)  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

Filed  by;  H.  R.  Hinsch,  Agent,  for 
carriers  parties  to  his  tariff  I.  C.  C.  No. 
4510,  pursuant  to  fourth-section  order 
No.  17220. 

Commodities  involved:  Vinyl  acetate, 
in  tank-car  loads. 

From:  Charleston,  W.  Va. 

To;  Hickory,  N.  C.,  and  Knoxville, 
Tenn. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Competition  with 
rail  carriers,  and  circuitous  routes. 

Any  interested  person  desiring  the 
Commission  to  hold  a  hearing  upon  such 
application  shall  request  the  Commis¬ 
sion  in  writing  so  to  do  within  15  days 
from  the  date  of  this  notice.  As  piovided 
by  the  general  rules  of  practice  of  the 
Commission,  Rule  73,  persons  other  than 
applicants  should  fairly  disclose  their  in¬ 
terest,  and  the  position  they  intend  to 
take  at  the  hearing  with  respect  to  the 
application.  Otherwise  the  Commission, 
in  its  discretion,  may  proceed  to  investi¬ 
gate  and  determine  the  matters  involved 
in  such  application  without  further  or 


formal  hearing.  If  because  of  an  emer¬ 
gency  a  grant  of  temporary  relief  is 
found  to  be  necessary  before  the  expira¬ 
tion  of  the  15-day  period,  a  hearing, 
upon  a  request  filed  within  that  period, 
may  be  held  subsequently. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  George  W.  Laird, 

Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  54-3884;  Piled.  May  19,  1954; 
8:48  a.  m.] 


[4th  Sec.  Application  29246] 

Glass  Containers  Between  Points  in 
Illinois  Territory 

APPLICATION  FOR  RELIEF 

May  17.  1954. 

The  Commi.ssion  is  in  receipt  of  the 
above-entitled  and  numbered  application 
for  relief  from  the  long-and-short-haul 
provision  of  section  4  (1)  of  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Act. 

Filed  by:  R.  G.  Raasch,  Agent,  for  car¬ 
riers  parties  to  schedule  listed  below. 

Commodities  involved :  Containers, 
glass,  common,  and  parts  thereof,  car¬ 
loads. 

Between:  Points  in  Illinois  territoiT- 

Grounds  for  relief:  Rail  competition, 
circuity,  and  to  maintain  grouping. 

Schedules  filed  contsTining  proposed 
rates:  R.  G.  Raasch,  Agent,  I.  C.  C.  No. 
810. 

Any  interested  person  desiring  the 
Commission  to  hold  a  hearing  upon  such 
application  shall  request  the  Commis¬ 
sion  in  writing  so  to  do  within  15  days 
from  the  date  of  this  notice.  As  pro¬ 
vided  by  the  general  rules  of  practice  of 
the  Commission,  Rule  73,  persons  other 
than  applicants  should  fairly  disclo.se 
their  interest,  and  the  position  they  in¬ 
tend  to  take  at  the  hearing  with  respect 
to  the  application.  Otherwise  the  Com¬ 
mission,  in  its  discretion,  may  proceed  to 
investigate  and  determine  the  mattexs 
involved  in  such  application  without  fur¬ 
ther  or  formal  hearing.  If  because  of 
an  emergency  a  grant  of  temporary  re¬ 
lief  is  found  to  be  necessary  before  the 
expiration  of  the  15-day  period,  a  hear¬ 
ing,  upon  a  request  filed  within  that 
period,  may  be  held  subsequently. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  George  W.  Laird, 

Secretary. 

JF.  R.  Etoc.  54  3885;  Filed.  May  19.  1954; 

8:48  a.  m.] 


[4th  Sec.  Application  29247] 

So.AP,  Lard.  Related  Articles  Between 
Points  in  Illinois  Territory 

APPLICATION  FOR  RELIEF 

May  17.  1954. 

The  Commission  is  in  receipt  of  the 
above-entitled  and  numbered  applica¬ 
tion  for  relief  from  the  long-and-short- 
haul  provision  of  section  4  (1)  of  the  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Act. 


2960 


NOTICES 


Piled  by:  R.  G.  Raasch,  Agent,  for 
carriers  parties  to  schedule  listed  below. 

Commodities  involved:  Soap  and  re¬ 
lated  articles,  lard  and  related  articles, 
carloads. 

Between:  Points  in  Illinois  territory. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Rail  competition, 
circuity,  to  maintain  grouping,  and  to 
apply  rates  constructed  on  the  basis  of 
the  short  line  distance  formula. 

Schedules  filed  containing  proposed 
rates:  R.  G.  Raasch,  Agent,  I.  C.  C.  No. 
810. 

Any  interested  person  desiring  the 
Commission  to  hold  a  hearing  upon  such 
application  shall  request  the  Commission 
in  writing  so  to  do  within  15  days  from 
the  date  of  this  notice.  As  provided  by 
the  general  rules  of  practice  of  the  Com¬ 
mission,  Rule  73,  persons  other  than  ap¬ 
plicants  should  fairly  disclose  their  in¬ 
terest,  and  the  position  they  intend  to 
take  at  the  hearing  with  respect  to  the 
application.  Otherwise  the  Commission, 
in  its  discretion,  may  proceed  to  inves¬ 
tigate  and  determine  the  matters  in¬ 
volved  in  such  application  without  fur¬ 
ther  or  formal  hearing.  If  because  of 
an  emergency  a  grant  of  temporary  re¬ 
lief  is  found  to  be  necessary  before  the 


expiration  of  the  15-day  period,  a  hear¬ 
ing.  upon  a  request  filed  within  that 
period,  may  be  held  subsequently. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  George  W.  Laird, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  54-3886;  FUed.  May  19.  1954; 
8:48  a.  m.] 


[4th  Sec.  Application  29248] 

Grain  From  Oklahoma  to  Memphis, 
Tenn. 

APPLICATION  FOR  RELIEF 

May  17,  1954. 

The  Commission  is  in  receipt  of  the 
above -entitled  and  numbered  application 
for  relief  from  the  long-and-short-haul 
provision  of  section  4  (1)  of  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Act. 

Filed  by:  F.  C.  Kratzmeir,  Agent,  for 
carriers  parties  to  schedule  listed  below. 

Commodities  involved:  Grain,  grain 
products,  and  related  articles,  carloads. 

From:  Points  in  Oklahoma. 

To:  Memphis,  Tenn. 


Grounds  for  relief:  Competition  with 
rail  carriers,  and  circuitous  routes. 

Schedules  filed  containing  proposed 
rates:  F.  C.  Kratzmeir,  Agent,  I.  c.  c. 
No.  3829,  supp.  33. 

Any  interested  person  desiring  the 
Commission  to  hold  a  hearing  upon  such 
application  shall  request  the  Commission 
in  writing  so  to  do  within  15  days  from 
the  date  of  this  notice.  As  provided  by 
the  general  rules  of  practice  of  the  Com¬ 
mission.  Rule  73,  persons  other  than 
applicants  should  fairly  disclose  their 
interest,  and  the  position  they  intend  to 
take  at  the  hearing  with  respect  to  the 
application.  Otherwise  the  Commission, 
in  its  discretion,  may  proceed  to  inves- 
tigate  and  determine  the  matters  in¬ 
volved  in  such  application  without  fur-  m 
ther  or  formal  hearing.  If  because  of  il 
an  emergency  a  grsmt  of  temporary  relief  ffl 
is  found  to  be  necessary  before  the  expi¬ 
ration  of  the  15-day  i^riod,  a  hearing, 
upon  a  request  filed  within  that  period, 
may  be  held  subsequently. 

By  the  Commission.  i 

[SEAL]  George  W.  Laird,  1 

Secretary.  j 

[F.  R.  Doc.  54-3887;  FUed,  May  19,  1954;  j 

8:48  a.  m.]  |j 


